Reviewing the Socialist Tradition by Eley, Geoffrey
"REVIEWING THE SOCIALIST TRADITION" 
GEOFF ELEY 
CSST Working CRSO Working 
Paper 143 Paper 11418 
APRIL 1990 
REVEIWING THE SOCIALIST TRADITION 
GEOFF ELEY 
DEPARTMENT OF HISTORY 
UNIVERSITY OF MICHIGAN 
REVIEWING THE SOCIALIST TRADITION 
We a r e  i n  a  remarkable  moment of h i s t o r i c a l  change--the most remarkable  
s i n c e  t h e  mid-1940s, i n  f a c t .  Like t h a t  e a r l i e r  moment--which I 'll c a l l  
t h e  moment o f  a n t i - f a s c i s t  uni ty-- the p r e s e n t  is marked by t h e  r a d i c a l  openness 
of its p o l i t i c s - - d r a m a t i c  even t s  have completely over turned  e x i s t i n g  s t r u c t u r e s ,  
d i s l o d g i n g  p rev ious ly  entrenched assumptions o f  t h e  p o s s i b l e ,  and c a l l i n g  
i n t o  q u e s t i o n  a p p a r e n t l y  r e l i a b l e  c e r t a i n t i e s .  Moreover, a s  i n  t h e  1940s,  
change h a s  come from t h e  Eas t .  It is worth remembering (because t h e  organized  
f o r g e t t i n g  o f  t h e  l a s t  f o r t y  yea r s  has  s o  s u c c e s s f u l l y  removed it from mind) 
t h a t  t h e  war a g a i n s t  Nazism was fought  and won on t h e  Eas te rn  F ron t ,  t h a t  
t h e  a n t i - f a s c i s t  r e s i s t a n c e  i n  c o n t i n e n t a l  occupied  Europe imparted a  dynamic 
o f  r e c o n s t r u c t i o n  t h a t  b r i e f l y  e f f a c e d  many o f  t h e  pre-war d i s t i n c t i o n s  o f  
l e f t  and r i g h t ,  and t h a t  t h i s  dynamic brought  t h e  unprecedented emergence 
o f  n a t i o n a l  Communist P a r t i e s  a s  popular  and l e g i t i m a t e  par t ic ipants - -and  
sometimes t h e  l eade r s - - i n  broadly-based r e fo rm-o r i en t ed  c o a l i t i o n s .  By c o n t r a s t  
wi th  t h e  mid-1940s, however, t h e  main l o g i c  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  a l ignment  is  
working powerful ly  i n  f a v o r  o f  such openness r a t h e r  t han  a g a i n s t  it. Whereas 
t h e  Cold War b r u t a l l y  r e -po la r i zed  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  imagina t ion  by 1947-48 and 
des t royed  t h e  autonomy o f  n a t i o n a l  roads ,  t h e  end o f  t h e  Cold War i n  t h e  
l a t e r -1980s  has  r e s t o r e d  t h e  c l a ims  o f  n a t i o n a l  h i s t o r y .  Indeed,  Gorbachev 
has  cont inuous ly  r a d i c a l i z e d  t h e  openness o f  t h e  Eas t -Cent ra l  European, and 
t e n d e n t i a l l y  o f  t h e  Western European, s i t u a t i o n .  And, o f  cou r se ,  Western 
European p o l i t i c s  ha s  been exper ienc ing  i ts  own kind o f  f l u x  s i n c e  t h e  mid-1970s, 
i n  some c o u n t r i e s  ( e .g .  B r i t a i n )  more d r a m a t i c a l l y  t h a n  i n  o t h e r s ,  a s  t h e  
e f f e c t s  o f  r e c e s s i o n ,  r e s u r g e n t  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  c o n f l i c t ,  and c a p i t a l i s t  
r e s t r u c t u r i n g  brought  t h e  terms o f  t h e  post-war s e t t l e m e n t  i n t o  c r i s i s .  
Given t h e  t r i umpha l  a n t i - s o c i a l i s m  wi th  which e v e n t s  i n  Eas t -Cent ra l  
Europe have been g r e e t e d  i n  t h e  West, and t h e  l aunde r ing  o f  t h e i r  s i g n i f i c a n c e  
th rough t h e  w e l l - t r i e d  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  Cold War d i s c o u r s e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  
t h e  USA--given t h e  imagina t ive  r i g i d i f y i n g  o f  most Western p o l i t i c a l  commentary 
w i t h i n  t h e  c l o s e d  c i r c l e  o f  democracy and t h e  marke t ,  it is important  t o  
uphold t h e  r a d i c a l  openness of t h i s  p r e sen t  s i t u a t i o n .  For t h e  "end o f  
Communism" a l s o  means t h e  -- end o f  anti-Communism, i n  t h e  s ense  t h a t  t h e  
imag ina t ive  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  f o r  p o l i t i c s  i n  Europe a s  a  whole a r e  being redrawn. 
The t r ans fo rma t ion - in -p rog re s s  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union and t h e  democrat ic  r e v o l u t i o n s  
t o  its west remove t h e  purchase o f  anti-Communist i n j u n c t i o n s  i n  Western p o l i t i c a l  
d i s c o u r s e ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  a s  s u b s t a n t i a l  m a j o r i t i e s  i n  Western European s o c i e t i e s  
seem t o  a p p r e c i a t e  t h a t  i n  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  dismantlement  o f  Cold War m i l i t a r i s m  
it i s  p r e c i s e l y  Gorbachev who has  been s e t t i n g  t h e  pace.  As Western p o l i t i c a l  
c u l t u r e s  were c o n s t i t u t e d  between t h e  la te -1940s  and t h e  1960s,  anti-Communism 
has been a  powerful i n t e r n a l i z e d  c o n s t r a i n t ,  and once t h e  l a t t e r  i s  t aken  
away new t h i n g s  can begin t o  happen. A t  l e a s t ,  we can begin t o  t h i n k  more 
p l a u s i b l y  i n  new ways. 
Now, it is n o t  my b r i e f  t o  r e f l e c t  e x t e n s i v e l y  on t h e  coo rd ina t e s  o f  
t h e  p r e s e n t  s i t u a t i o n ,  bu t  i f  we're t o  b r i n g  " h i s t o r i c a l  pe r spec t ives"  
f r u i t f u l l y  t o  b e a r ,  c e r t a i n  a s p e c t s  of t h e  p r e s e n t  con junc tu re ' s  s p e c i f i c i t y  
need t o  be upheld.  B r i e f l y ,  I ' d  l i k e  t o  draw a t t e n t i o n  t o  t h e  fo l lowing:  
(1) It 's  impor tan t  t o  remember t h a t  "new timesm a r e  a r r i v i n g  n o t  j u s t  
i n  t h e  Eas t ,  bu t  a l s o  i n  t h e  West o f  t h e  c o n t i n e n t ,  marked n o t  on ly  by t h e  
democratic r e v o l u t i o n s  a g a i n s t  S t a l i n i s m ,  bu t  a l s o  by t h e  c r i s i s  of s o c i a l  
democracy i n  its Keynesianlwelfare-statist form, c a p i t a l i s t  r e s t r u c t u r i n g ,  
and a  s t r o n g e r  move towards  Western European economic i n t e g r a t i o n .  The terms 
of t h e  conference i n v i t a t i o n  e x p l i c i t l y  acknowledge t h i s  t rans-European 
q u a l i t y ,  but i t ' s  worth u n d e r l i n i n g  t h e  f u l l  European c o n t e x t  o f  t h e  changes 
we a r e  c u r r e n t l y  observ ing .  Together  t h e  Eas t e rn  European p roces se s  o f  
democra t iza t ion  and t h e  s t r e n g t h e n i n g  o f  t h e  EC th rough 1992 make t h e  y e a r s  
1989-92 one o f  t h e  few times when fundamental  p o l i t i c a l  and c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
changes are occu r r ing  on a  genu ine ly  European-wide s c a l e .  I would d e s c r i b e  
1989-92 a s  one o f  t h e  s e v e r a l  g r e a t  cons t i tu t ion-making  moments o f  modern 
European h i s t o r y ,  i n  a  sequence  i n c l u d i n g  1789-1815, t h e  1860s, 1917-23, 
and 1945-49. That  is, a moment o f  concen t r a t ed  p o l i t i c a l  and c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
upheaval,  th rough which t h e  e n t i r e  l e g a l  and i n s t i t u t i o n a l  l andscape  o f  t h e  
con t inen t  is redrawn, and one framework of p r a c t i c e  and b e l i e f  r ep l aced  by 
ano the r .  During t h e  l a s t  few months 1992 has  tended  t o  recede  somewhat from 
p u b l i c  view, g iven  t h e  d r a m a t i c  e v e n t s  t o  t h e  E a s t ,  bu t  ove r  t h e  l onge r  
term t h e  s i n g l e  market l e g i s l a t i o n  may well have j u s t  a s  much s i g n i f i c a n c e  
f o r  t h e  p o s s i b l e  bases  on which p o l i t i c a l  (and n o t  j u s t  economic) l i f e  can 
t a k e  place.  Moreover, t h e  two p roces se s  a r e  n o t  completely unconnected, 
because t h e  l oosen ing  o f  S o v i e t  p o l i t i c a l  c o n t r o l  i n  t h e  Eas t  and s imul taneous  
l i b e r a l i z i n g  o f  t h e  E a s t e r n  economies has  p laced  t h e  ques t i on  o f  East-West 
economic r e l a t i o n s  u r g e n t l y  on t h e  agenda, both a s  t h e  ques t i on  o f  economic 
a i d  and in r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  p o s s i b l e  forms o f  Eas t e rn  European i n t e g r a t i o n  
w i t h i n  t h e  EC. I n  o t h e r  words: how f a r  w i l l  t h e  e x i s t i n g  forms o f  commercial 
i n t e r p e n e t r a t i o n  o f  t h e  GOR and Hungarian economies wi th  t h o s e  o f  West Germany 
and o the r  Western economies now be  s t r eng thened ;  and how f a r  w i l l  t h e  EC 
now be extended t o  i n c o r p o r a t e  t h e  Eas t  o f  t h e  c o n t i n e n t  t oo?  I t 's  hard t o  
see how t h e  e x i s t i n g  p r o j e c t  of 1992 can simply proceed i n  its p r e s e n t  form 
without  some f u r t h e r  e x t e n s i o n  of its terms t o  t h e  Eas t .  The a p p a r e n t l y  
unstoppable l o g i c  o f  German u n i f i c a t i o n  p r e s e n t s  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  and most obvious 
chal lenge t o  1 9 9 2 ' i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t .  But however t h i s  ques t i on  works i t se l f  
o u t  i n  t h e  first ha l f  o f  t h e  1990s ,  t h e  g e n e r a l  p o i n t  s t i l l  s t a n d s :  i n  
1989-92 ue a r e  expe r i enc ing  one of t h e  f i v e  g r e a t  cons t i tu t ion-making  moments 
o f  modern European h i s t o r y ,  t h rough  which t h e  b a s i c  con tex t  o f  p o l i t i c a l  
a c t i o n  is  being fundamental ly  r e shaped ,  i n  t h e  West no l e s s  t h a n  i n  the  Eas t .  
(2) An impor tan t  q u e s t i o n  a r i s i n g  is: what kind o f  p o l i t i c a l  v i s i o n  
w i l l  guide t h e  p roces s  o f  European i n t e g r a t i o n ?  The tendency i n  t h e  USA is 
t o  see 1992 mainly a s  a  t e c h n i c a l  even t  w i th  major i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  t h e  
behavior  and a c c e s s  t o  marke ts  o f  US bus ines s ,  whereas i n  r e a l i t y  t h e r e ' s  
a l s o  a  very a c t i v e  d i s c u s s i o n  i n  Europe i t se l f  o f  t h e  so -ca l l ed  s o c i a l  dimension 
and t h e  t ype  o f  s o c i a l  p o l i c i e s  t h a t  should a l s o  be i nco rpo ra t ed  i n t o  t h e  
1992 package, o r  a t  l e a s t  i n t o  t h e  f u t u r e  agenda. A t  its s i m p l e s t ,  any 
r e s t r u c t u r i n g  o f  markets  h a s  enormous i m p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  l a b o r ,  and one t h i n g  
we may expect  i n  t h e  1990s i s  a much s t r o n g e r  focus ing  o f  n a t i o n a l  l a b o r  
movements on t h e  t r a n s - n a t i o n a l  European l e v e l  o f  policy-making and a c t i o n .  
Moreover, i f  European s o c i a l i s t  movements a r e  going t o  be p u l l e d  i n c r e a s i n g l y  
i n t o  a  European a r ena  o f  policy-making, i n  p r a c t i c e  t h a t  w i l l  mean t r y i n g  
t o  s t rengthen  t h e  powers o f  t h e  European Par l iament .  Given t h e  emergence 
o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t s  a s  t h e  l a r g e s t  s i n g l e  grouping i n  t h e  l a t t e r  du r ing  t h e  
1989 Euro-e lec t ions ,  and t h e  s imul taneous  appearance o f  a  s i g n i f i c a n t  Green 
e l e c t o r a t e  i n  a l l  p a r t s  o f  Europe, t h i s  c r e a t e s  a  very i n t e r e s t i n g  p o t e n t i a l .  
Again, t h i s  is n o t  i r r e l e v a n t  t o  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  i n  Eas te rn  Europe, given 
t h e  l i k e l y  emergence o f  s t r o n g  s o c i a l  democra t ic  c u r r e n t s  from e l e c t i o n s  i n  
GDR, Czechoslovakia ,  Hungary, and Bu lga r i a  ( n o t  t o  speak o f  t h e  Sov ie t  
Union i tself ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  on t h e  B a l t i c  and Ukrainian pe r iphe ry ,  p rovid ing  
t h e  move t o  democrat ic  p lu ra l i sm  i s  maintained i n  reasonable  equ i l i b r ium) .  
A r e t u r n  of s o c i a l  democrat ic  p a r t i e s  t o  government i n  c o u n t r i e s  such a s  
t h e  FRGIGermany and B r i t a i n ,  l e f t - t e n d i n g  c o a l i t i o n s  i n  t h e  Low Count r ies  
and Scandinavia ,  mod i f i ca t i on  o f  t h e  rampant PCOE technocracy i n  Spa in ,  
end a r e f i g u r i n g  of t h e  Left i n  I t a l y  which f i n a l l y  brought a soc ia l -democra t ized  
PC1 i n t o  government--an agg rega t ion  o f  t h e s e  n a t i o n a l  developments would make 
t h e  p r e s s u r e  f o r  s t r o n g  s o c i a l  p o l i c i e s . i n  t h e  1992 framework t o g e t h e r  w i th  
a s t r e n g t h e n i n g  o f  t h e  European Par l iament  i n t o  a genuine l e g i s l a t u r e  very 
g r e a t .  Then it would be e a s i e r  t o -  imagine s t r o n g e r  forms o f  t r a n s - n a t i o n a l  
European coopera t ion  on t h e  p a r t  o f  t h e  L e f t .  Th i s  s c e n a r i o  becomes c r i t i c a l  
f o r  t h e  f u t u r e  o f  Eas te rn  Europe, g iven  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  v u l n e r a b i l i t y  o f  t h e  
r e g i o n ' s  economies t o  e x p l o i t a t i v e  forms o f  i n t e g r a t i o n  with t h e  West. 
(3) I began by c a l l i n g  p re sen t  e v e n t s  t h e  most remarkable concen t r a t i on  
o f  change s i n c e  t h e  mid-1940s. But t h e r e  a r e  a couple  o f  i n t e rmed ia t e  p o i n t s  
t h a t  a l s o  dese rve  mention, n o t  l e a s t  f o r  t h e  ways i n  which they  mark t h e  
d e c l i n i n g  hold  o f  t h e  extreme Cold-War p o l a r i z a t i o n  on t h e  p o l i t i c a l  imagina t ion :  
I am t h i n k i n g  o f  1956 and 1968. I n  both y e a r s  combinat ions of  even t s  occur red  
t h a t  undermined t h e  c r e d i b i l i t y  and l e g i t i m a c y  o f  both s i d e s  o f  t h e  Cold War 
con f ron ta t i on :  i n  t h e  former ,  t h e  Twentieth Congress and t h e  Sov ie t  i nvas ion  
o f  Hungary were matched.by t h e  debac l e  o f  Suez; i n  t h e  l a t t e r ,  t h e  S o v i e t  
i n v a s i o n  o f  Czechoslovakia was matched by t h e  Te t  Offens ive ,  t h e  May e v e n t s ,  
and t h e  Chicago Democratic Convention. To them might be added 1981, when 
t h e  d e c l a r a t i o n  o f  m a r t i a l  law i n  Poland f i n a l l y  l a i d  t o  rest t h e  p o s s i b i l i t y  
o f  Communist se l f - re form.  It is impor tan t  t o  make t h i s  p o i n t  because t h e  
p o l i t i c s  o f . 1 9 8 9  is i n  a very r e a l  s e n s e  t h e  resumption o f  an agenda s t r o n g l y  
a r t i c u l a t e d  i n  1968, wi th  a n t i c i p a t i o n s  i n  1956 (and,  one should add,  a l s o  
. - i n " t h e  mid-1940s)--although i t ' s  an agenda from which t h e  Communist p o l i t i c a l  
t r a d i t i o n  is now a u t h o r i t a t i v e l y  exc luded ,  and i n  which t h e  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n  
has  t o  f i g h t  ha rde r  t h a n - o n e  might e v e r  have a n t i c i p a t e d  f o r  i ts  p l ace .  I n  
o t h e r  words: t h e  c r u d e . p o l a r i t y  o f  " a c t u a l l y  e x i s t i n g  soc i a l i smn  versus  t h e  
t r iumph of market c a p i t a l i s m  i n t o  which we a r e  being encouraged by t h e  v a s t .  
weight  of  o f f i c i a l  and media commentary i n  t h e  West ( " the  West has  wonn/"death 
o f  soc i a l i smn  kind of  r h e t o r i c )  is - n o t  t h e  on ly  l e g i t i m a t e  framework f o r  
viewing t h e  e v e n t s  i n  Eas te rn  Europe. I n  f a c t ,  t h e  d u a l  c r i s i s  o f  1956 
demarcated an independent space--a " t h i r d  s p a c e n ,  a s  S t u a r t  Ha l l  has  c a l l e d  
i t - - f rom which a d u a l  c r i t i q u e  o f  e s t a b l i s h e d  forms ( s t a l i n i s m  and t h e  terms 
o f , t h e  post-war s e t t l e m e n t  i n  t h e  c a p i t a l i s t  West) could be developed. I n  
t h e  p o l i t i c s  o f  t h e  "first new l e f t n  a series o f  p o s i t i o n s  were developed 
t h a t  a r e  f u l l y  cont inuous wi th  t h e  d i s c o u r s e  o f . democra t i c  r e v o l u t i o n  i n  
1989 : 
"A deep susp i c ion  o f  t h e  al l -encompassing s t a t e ,  without  
entrenched p r o t e c t i o n  f o r . m i n o r i t i e s  and indeed m a j o r i t i e s ,  
no m a t t e r  i n  whose name it was e s t a b l i s h e d .  A scep t i c i sm about  
t h e  c a p a c i t y  o f  t h e  c e n t r a l i z e d ,  command economy t o  meet t h e  
r a p i d l y  d i v e r s i f y i n g  and expanding needs of.modern s o c i e t i e s .  
A f e a r  o f  t h e  c o l l a p s e  o f  p o l i t i c s  and t h e  economy, o f  s t a t e  
and c l a s s ,  c l a s s  and p a r t y .  A r e a p p r a i s a l  o f  c e r t a i n  f e a t u r e s  
which, i n  t h e  r evo lu t iona ry  s c e n a r i o ,  were always scorned a s  
'bourgeois  l i b e r t i e s ' .  Above a l l , ,  a conv ic t i on  t h a t  ' a c t u a l l y  
e x i s t i n g  s o c i a l i s m '  had g o t  t h e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between s o c i a l i s m  
and democracy dead wrong. And t h a t ,  i n  the second h a l f  o f  t h e  
20th century-- in  t h e  F i r s t ,  Second and Third Worlds--democracy 
would t u r n  o u t  t o  be t h e  r e a l l y  revolu t ionary- -not  t h e  ' r e f o r m i s t '  
--element i n  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n " .  
As H a l l  i n s i s t s ,  t h i s  p a r t  of t h e  Left should  have no embarassment o r  h e s i t a t i o n  
abou t  t h e  c o l l a p s e  o f  t h e  E a s t e r n  Comnunist t r a d i t i o n  because it "has,  f o r  
decades ,  been t r y i n g  t o  d e f i n e  a  s o c i a l i s t  a l t e r n a t i v e  which was roo t ed  i n  
a  profound and unequivocal  r e p u d i a t i o n  o f  ' t h e  s t a t e  s o c i a l i s t  model". J u s t i f i e d  
fo rebod ings  about  t h e  s u c c e s s o r  s i t u a t i o n s  t h e r e  may be, f o r ,  a s  t h e  e a r l i e r  
d e p a r t u r e s  o f  t h e  mid-1940s and 1917-23 have t a u g h t  u s ,  t h e r e  a r e  no r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
t r a n s i t i o n s .  wi thout  risks and outcomes t h a t  c a n ' t  be ordained.  But ove r  t h e  
q u e s t i o n  o f  p r i n c i p l e  t h e r e  shou ld  be no doubt:  "We should n o t  be alarmed 
by t h e  c o l l a p s e  o f  ' a c t u a l l y  e x i s t i n g  s o c i a l i s m '  s i n c e ,  a s  s o c i a l i s t s ,  we 
have been wa i t i ng  f o r  it t o  happen f o r  t h r e e  decadesn.  [I] 
Before t u r n i n g  t o  t h e  p a s t ,  t h e r e f o r e ,  it is important  t o  keep t h e  h i s t o r y  
o f  t h e  p re sen t  i n  view. But a t  t h e  same t i m e ,  c u r r e n t  even t s  t a k e  t h e i r  meaning 
n o t  j u s t  from t h e  ways t h e y ' r e  shap ing  t h e  p o s s i b l e  f u t u r e ,  bu t  from how t h e y  
r e l a t e  t o  t h e  given p a s t ,  and t h e  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  t h e  l a t t e r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  is 
t h i s  pape r ' s  main concern. I n  what f o l l o w s  I ' l l  proceed i n  two s t e p s :  f i r s t ,  
by s ay ing  something about  t h e  s p e c i f i c  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  t h e  Bolshevik Revolut ion 
and t h e  Comnunist t r a d i t i o n ,  now t h a t  t h e  l a t t e r  may be s a i d  t o  have run  i t s  
European course ;  and second,  by r e t u r n i n g  more broadly t o  t h e  deep c o n t e x t  
o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n  i n  t h e  1 9 t h  and 20th c e n t u r i e s .  To a n t i c i p a t e  t h e  
main l i n e  o f  argument--or, r a t h e r ,  t o  s t a t e  my i m p l i c i t  assumption--I see 
no r ea son  t o  a c c e p t  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  i n v i t a t i o n  o f  t h e  "death o f  s o c i a l i s m n  r h e t o r i c .  
To do s o  would be profoundly u n - h i s t o r i c a l .  Such a  v e r d i c t  persuades  on ly  i f  
we a c c e p t  t h e  s u f f i c i e n c y  o f  t h e  c rude  Cold-War oppos i t ion  between Eas t  European 
s t a t e  s o c i a l i s m  and West European Keynesian/welfare  s t a t i s t  s o c i a l  democracy, 
a s  i f  "between them, s t a l i n i s m  and Neil Kinnock exhaust  t h e  whole o f  human 
h i s t o r y " .  [2] I n  f a c t ,  t h e  most e x c i t i n g  a s p e c t  o f  c u r r e n t  e v e n t s  is t h e  Z i n a l  
d e s t r u c t i o n  ~f t h a t  s t r a i g h t j a c k e t  of unders tanding ,  a l though it w i l l  d o u b t l e s s  
be some time be fo re  we g e t  used t o  t h e  unaccustomed freedom of  t h e  imagina t ion .  
"Social ism" may be i n  " c r i s i s " .  But f o r  many o f  us t h i s  is o l d  news. Indeed ,  
it was a l r eady  i n  c r i s i s  when I came o f  age p o l i t i c a l l y .  As t h e n ,  t h e  p o i n t  
is  t o  broaden t h e  space  f o r  exper iment ,  d i v e r s i t y ,  and a  genuine p l u r a l i s m  
o f  understanding.  I n  1956, and t h e n  more hopefu l ly  i n  1968, such o p p o r t u n i t i e s  
were b r i e f l y  opened, b e f o r e  t h e  f r o n t s  were b r u t a l l y  clamped s h u t .  As we e n t e r  
t h e  1990s, t h e  space  is back. Taken a s  a  whole, t h e  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n  is 
a r i c h  source  o f  p o s s i b i l i t i e s ,  and t h e  purpose o f  my paper is t o  b r ing  t h i s  
back t o  our  a t t e n t i o n .  
Bolshevism, Nat iona l  Revolu t ion ,  and t h e  Meaning o f  October 
The Bolshevik Revolut ion and t h e  l a u ~ c h i n g  of t h e  Third I n t e r n a t i o n a l  i n  
1919 a r e  u s u a l l y  cons idered  i n  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  broader  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
t u r b u l e n c e  engu l f ing  C e n t r a l  and Southern Europe i n  t h e  immediate a f t e rma th  
o f  t h e  F i r s t  World War. It would be f o o l i s h  t o  c o n t e s t  t h e  b a s i c  sove re ign ty  
of t h i s  con tex t .  But from a vantage-poin t  l a t e  i n  t h e  20th c e n t u r y ,  t h e  
r e v o l u t i o n a r y  con f ron ta t i on i sm o f  t h e  y e a r s  1914-23 appears  i n c r e a s i n g l y  a s  
an except ional--perhaps - t h e  exceptional--moment o f  lef t -wing p o l i t i c s  i n  Europe 
i n  r e l a t i o n  t o  t h e  p e r i o d s  b e f o r e  and s ince - - ce r t a in ly  produced by powerful  

s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  d e t e r m i n a t i o n s ,  and l eav ing  powerful l e g a c i e s  f o r  t h e  
f u t u r e ,  but with s u r p r i s i n g l y  l i t t l e  subsequent  r ecu r r ence  o f  a mass-based 
phenomenon i n  Europe i t se l f .  There a r e  many l o c a l i z e d  f l a s h p o i n t s  of  popular  
r e v o l u t i o n a r y  p o l i t i c s  a f t e r  t h e  1920s--witness t h e  French and Spanish Popular  
F r o n t s ,  t h e  a s p i r a t i o n s  accompanying t h e  a n t i - f a s c i s t  r e s i s t a n c e  i n  va r ious  
p a r t s  o f  Europe, t h e  r a d i c a l i s m  of 1968, and s o  f o r t h .  B u t  t h e  much commoner 
expe r i ence  o f  r a d i c a l  o r  s o c i a l i s t  p o l i t i c s  ha s  been one s t r e s s i n g  change from 
w i t h i n  t h e  e x i s t i n g  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  framework o f  European s o c i e t y .  A t  t h e  same 
time, t h e  extra-European world h a s  provided major examples o f  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
s u c c e s s ,  i f  we d e f i n e  t h e  l a t t e r  a s  m i l i t a r y  o r  i n s u r r e c t i o n a r y  s e i z u r e s  o f  
power l i nked  t o  mass-based s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  mob i l i za t i on .  Moreover, i n  
t h i s  l a t t e r  con tex t  it h a s  become 'convent ional  t o  stress t h e  n a t i o n a l  parameters  
and de te rminants  o f  Communist p o l i t i c s  and popular  mob i l i za t i on .  Thus w i th in  
t h i s  longer  g l o b a l  p e r s p e c t i v e ,  t h e  element  o f  1917 t h a t  ha s  proved most r e l e v a n t  
and i n s p i r a t i o n a l  has  been less t h e  Bolshevik c a l l  f o r  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  wi th  "bourgeois  
democracyw t h a n  t h e  a f f i r m a t i o n  of t h e  r i g h t s  o f  peoples  t o  n a t i o n a l  self-determ- 
i n a t i o n .  Th i s  was t r u e  i n  1917-19 i t se l f  n o t  on ly  o f  t h e  immediate con tex t  
o f  t h e  Russian Empire and t h e  wider  extra-European world ( e s p e c i a l l y  A s i a ) ,  
bu t  a l s o  of t h e  Eas t -Cen t r a l  European r e g i o n  o f  Europe. --
I n  o t h e r  words, I ' m  a rgu ing  f o r  a s h i f t  o f  p e r s p e c t i v e  i n  t h e  meaning 
o f  October.  I ' m  a sk ing  t h e  q u e s t i o n :  how should  we view t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  
t h e  Russian Revolut ion i n  g e n e r a l  p o l i t i c a l  and comparative i n t e r n a t i o n a l  terms 
from a vantage-point a t  t h e  end o f  t h e  20th c e n t u r y ,  p a r t i c u l a r l y  i n  t h e  l i g h t  
o f  c u r r e n t  e v e n t s  i n  t h e  S o v i e t  Union and Eas t e rn  Europe, now t h a t  t h e  dominance 
o f  t h e  Comun i s t  t r a d i t i o n  has  been d is lodged  i n  t h e  very s o c i e t i e s  where its 
legacy  was most powerfu l ly  i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d ?  How do we h i s t o r i c i z e  t h e  p l a c e  
o f  1917? How do we d e l i m i t  t h e  c o n t e x t  it h e l p s  t o  d e f i n e ,  b u t  which s imul tan-  
eous ly  s p e c i f i e s  and l i m i t s  t h e  r e s o n a n c e / e f f e c t i v i t y  o f  t h e  i d e a s  t h e  Bolshevik 
expe r i ence  bequeathes  t o  t h e  Left elsewhere? How do we begin t o  r e l a t i v i z e  
t h e  s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  t h e  Bolshevik model w i t h i n  t h e  h i s t o r y  and out look  o f  t h e  
Communist L e f t ,  now t h a t  t h e  a c t u a l i t y  o f  t h a t  model has i n c r e a s i n g l y  run  i ts  
course?  Even before  t h e  e v e n t s  o f  1985-89, it was c l e a r  t h a t  we were i n  a 
major t r a n s i t i o n  i n  t h a t  r e s p e c t ,  which began d rama t i ca l l y  i n  1956, proceeded 
g r a d u a l l y  and unevenly f o r  t h e  n e x t  decade,  became p rope l l ed  even more d r a m a t i c a l l y  
forward i n  1968, and t h e n  worked i t s e l f  o u t  dur ing  t h e  subsequent  two decades,  
gene ra t i ng  f r e s h  c o n s t r u c t i v e  p o t e n t i a l s  and reaching  a major p o i n t  of nega t ive  
r e s o l u t i o n ,  f o r  which December 13, 1981 is  a s  good a d a t e  a s  any. As the 
PC1 s a i d  i n  i ts  response  t o  t h e  J a r u z e l s k i  coup,  thereby  drawing t h e  conc lus ion  
from t h e  exper iences  o f  1968, 1956, and 1947-48: 
'... we must a c c e p t  t h a t  t h i s  phase of s o c i a l i s t  development 
(which began w i t h  t h e  October  Revolut ion)  has  exhausted its 
d r iv ing  f o r c e ,  j u s t  a s  t h e  phase t h a t  saw t h e  b i r t h  and development 
o f  s o c i a l i s t  p a r t i e s  and t r a d e  union movements mustered around t h e  
Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l  a l s o  r a n  o u t  o f  steam. The world has  moved 
on, it has changed, t h a n k s ,  a l s o ,  t o  t h i s  t u r n  t h a t  h i s t o r y  
took. The p o i n t  is t o  overcome t h e  p r e s e n t  by looking  aheadw. [3]  
How, t h e n ,  do we c o n s t r u c t  t h e  meaning o f  October? For o u r  purposes ,  
I want t o  concen t r a t e  on t h r e e  main p o i n t s ,  each o f  which concerns  an a s p e c t  
o f  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  con junc tu re  t h a t  subsequent  developments 
(and r e t r o a c t i v e  Communist and s o c i a l  democrat ic  o r thodoxies )  have tended t o  
e r a s e ,  but which connec t  very impor t an t ly  t o  dimensions o f  t h e  now-emerging 
new times: 
(1)  Between t h e  decomposition o f  t h e  u n i t e d  p a r t i e s  o f  t h e  pre-1914 Second 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l  and t h e  c o n s o l i d a t i o n  of new Communist P a r t i e s  i n  t h e  Third (which 
d i d n ' t  r e a l l y  happen u n t i l  t h e  a f te rmath  o f  t h e  Second Congress of  Comintern 
i n  J u l y  1920, i n  a p roces s  d r iven  by t h e  implementat ion o f  t h e  Twenty-one P o i n t s  
du r ing  t h e  autumn and w i n t e r  o f  1920-21). was an  impor tan t  bu t  inde te rmina te  
space  f o r  l e f t -w ing  s o c i a l i s m s  o f  v a r i o u s  k inds .  I n  f a c t ,  a s u b s t a n t i a l  body 
o f  organized  soc i a l i sm- -e s sen t i a l l y  t h e  o l d  Zimmemald ma jo r i t y ,  g r e a t l y  expanded 
i n  popu la r  s u p p o r t  and n a t i o n a l  resonance once l e g a l  p o l i t i c s  i n  i n d i v i d u a l  
c o u n t r i e s  had been resumed--was s t r o n g l y  a l i g n e d  wi th  n e i t h e r  t h e  Second nor  
Thi rd  I n t e r n a t i o n a l s .  Such p a t t i e s  had n o t  y e t  a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  t h e  new Communist 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l .  But nor  had they  resumed a p l a c e  i n  t h e  Second. When t h e  l a t t e r  
was re launched  a t  Berne i n  February 1 9 1 9 , .  such p a r t i e s  e i t h e r  boycotted t h e  
meet ing (the l a r g e  p a r t i e s  o f  t h e  I t a l i a n s  and t h e  Swis s ) ,  o r  else went t o  
Berne and t h e n  withdrew. Between t h e  F i r s t  and Second Congresses o f  Comintern 
(March 1919-July 1920)' a cha in  o f  s e c e s s i o n s  conver ted  t h e  Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l  
i n t o  a mainly North European a f f a i r ,  c a r r i e d  by t h e  major i ty  p a r t i e s  o f  B r i t a i n ,  
Germany, Sweden, Denmark, t h e  Nether lands ,  and Belgium. The first t o  l eave  
was t h e  I t a l i a n  p a r t y  (March 1919) ,  fol lowed by t h e  p a r t i e s  i n  Norway (May), 
Greece ( June ) ,  Hungary ( June ,  when t h e  S o c i a l  Democrats merged with t h e  Communists 
i n  t h e  Hungarian S o v i e t ) ,  Swi tzer land  (August) and Spain (December), t h e  German 
USPD (December), t h e  French SF10 (February 1920) ,  t h e  B r i t i s h  ILP ( A p r i l ) ,  
and t h e  S o c i a l  Democrats o f  Aus t r ia  (May). 
While some o f  t h e s e  p a r t i e s  moved toward Moscow, t h e  breakup o f  t h e  Second 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l  d i d n ' t  redound immediately t o  t h e  advantage o f  Thi rd .  It was 
on ly  t h e  Twenty-One P o i n t s  t h a t  produced t h e  Communist P a r t i e s  a s  r e a l l y  d i s t i n c t  
fo rma t ions  a f f i l i a t e d  wi th  t h e  Thi rd  I n t e r n a t i o n a l ,  and even then  t h e  s p l i t s  
l e f t  s u b s t a n t i a l  n a t i o n a l  groupings wi th  nowhere t o  go i n  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  terms. 
Thus a t h i r d  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  body emerged i n  e a r l y  1921,  t h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  Working 
Union o-ialist P a r t i e s ,  a l s o  known a s  t h e  .Vienna Union o r  "Two-and-a-Half 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l n .  Th i s  brought  t o g e t h e r  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  rumps l e f t  by t h e  Twenty-one 
P o i n t s  (USPD, Czech S o c i a l  Democrats, SFIO, t h e  Balkan S o c i a l  Democratic 
g r o u p s ) ,  t h e  Swiss  S o c i a l  Democrats (who first a f f i l i a t e d  and then  d i s a f f i l i a t e d  
w i th  t h e  Third I n t e r n a t i o n a l  i n  summer 1919) ,  t h e  ant i -Bolshevik Russians 
(Mensheviks and L e f t  SRs) ,  and t h e  ILP, under  t h e  e f f e c t i v e  l eade r sh ip  of  
t h e  Austr ian S o c i a l  Democrats, who had c o n s i s t e n t l y  kept  an independent s t a n c e  
between t h e  two main camps dur ing  1919-20. F r i e d r i c h  Adler ,  i t s  Secre ta ry  
and moving s p i r i t ,  saw the  Vienna Union a s  a b r i d g e  t o  s o c i a l i s t  r e - u n i f i c a t i o n ,  
t o  t h e . k i n d  o f  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  umbrella i n  which t h e  opposing t endenc i e s  of  t h e  
workers '  mvement (par l iamentary  and s o v i e t i s t )  could  ag ree  t o  d i f f e r ,  bu t  
w i t h i n  t h e  k ind  o f  all-encompassing u n i t y  t h a t  had c h a r a c t e r i z e d  t h e  Second 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l  b e f o r e  1914. But d e s p i t e  a u n i t y  conference  i n  B e r l i n  i n  Apr i l  
1922,  t h i s  p o s s i b i l i t y  soon d i s so lved  amids t  t h e  v i o l e n t  r ec r imina t ions  t h a t  
had become such a f a m i l i a r  f e a t u r e  o f  l e f t  p o l i t i c a l  exchange. By May 1923 
t h e  Second and Two-and-a-Half I n t e r n a t i o n a l s  had merged i n  t h e  anti-Communist 
Labor and S o c i a l i s t  I n t e r n a t i o n a l .  
This  u n i v e r s a l i z i n g  o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  s p l i t  was now t o  dominate Le f t  p o l i t i c s  
(w i th  a major except ion  i n  t h e  mid-1940s and t o  a lesser e x t e n t  dur ing  t h e  
Popular  Front t e n  yea r s  be fo re )  r i g h t  up t o  t h e  f l u x  of  1956-68 and beyond. 
Two camps--Communist and s o c i a l i s t / s o c i a l  democrat ic--faced each o t h e r  c r o s s  
a minef ie ld  of po lemica l  d i f f e r e n c e .  But n o n e t h e l e s s ,  we should no t  f o r g e t  
t h e  importance o f  t h e  non-aligned c e n t e r  grouped i n  t h e  Vienna Union, which 
f a r  more than  t h e  i n f a n t  CPs had c a r r i e d  t h e  hopes o f  t h e  Left i n  much of  Europe 
dur ing  1917-23. There was, i n  f a c t ,  a l a r g e  amount o f  generous ly  disposed 
opin ion ,  e a s i l y  d i smissed  a s  i n e f f e c t u a l  by t h e  hard-nosed r e a l i s t s  on t h e  
extreme le f t  and r i g h t ,  b u t  which i n  va r ious  ways sought  t o  escape  t h e  
po l a r i zed  outcomes imposed by t h e  Second and Third I n t e r n a t i o n a l s .  This  
was t h e  cen t r i sm r e v i l e d  by Lenin,  which bogged down t h e  p roces s  of r evo lu t iona ry  
c l a r i f i c a t i o n  between Zimmerwald and t h e  Twenty-one Po in t s - - t ha t  is, t h e  moral 
vo ice  and s o c i a l i s t  consc i ence  of pre-war s o c i a l  democracy, which provided 
s o  much o f  t h e  o r i g i n a l  impetus  f o r  Zimmerwald, f u e l e d  t h e  c r i t i q u e  o f  t h e  
r ev ived  Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l ,  and a f f i rmed i ts  s o l i d a r i t y  w i th  t h e  Russian 
Revolut ion wh i l e  r e f u s i n g  t h e  d i s c i p l i n e d  c e n t r a l i s m  i n c r e a s i n g l y  r equ i r ed  
by t h e  Thi rd  I n t e r n a t i o n a l .  It was borne by a Cent ra l /Southern  European c o r e ,  
a s  opposed t o  t h e  North-Central  European c o r e  o f  par l iamentary  s o c i a l i s m  before  
1914: t h e  Zimmerwald b l o c  o f  Swiss  S o c i a l  Democrats, PSI and USPD, t h e  
admixture o f  Mensheviks and SFIO, and t h e  major post-war acces s ion  o f  t h e  
SPO. Its l e a d i n g  voices--such a s  F r i e d r i c h  Adler , Giancin to  S e r r a t i  , Jean - 
Longuet, and i n  a d i f f e r e n t  way Kar l  Kautsky--could be i n f u r i a t i n g l y  wishy-washy 
when it came t o  a c t i n g  on t h e i r  r evo lu t iona ry  p r i n c i p l e s ,  and by Bolshevik 
s t a n d a r d s  p a r t i e s  l i k e  t h e  USPD and SPO were d e f i n i t e l y  no adver t i sement  f o r  
r evo lu t iona ry  d e c i s i v e n e s s .  But i n  t h e  l i g h t  o f  t h e  i n t e r v e n i n g  h is tory- -not  
j u s t  t h e  degene ra t i on  o f  t h e  Russian Revolution and t h e  d i s f i g u r i n g  s t a i n  of 
s t a l i n i s m ,  b u t  even more t h e  r e t u r n  o f  t h e  Left i n  t h e  1970s and 1980s t o  
c l a s s i c a l  democra t ic  p e r s p e c t i v e s - - t h e i r  s c r u p l e s  need t o  be t a k e n  s e r i o u s l y .  
However i n e f f e c t u a l  its b e a r e r s  on a p lane  o f  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  s u c c e s s ,  the l i n e  
from Zimmerwald t o  t h e  Vienna UnionjTwo-and-a-Half I n t e r n a t i o n a l  descr ibed  
a body o f  p r inc ip l e - -o f  n a t i o n a l  d i v e r s i t y  and c l a s s i c a l  democracy--that t h e  
Thi rd  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  d i s r e g a r d e d  t o  i ts  c o s t .  [4] 
(2 )  If t h e  Thi rd  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  d e l i b e r a t e l y  r epud ia t ed  a s u b s t a n t i a l  body 
o f  l e f t - s o c i a l i s t  o p i n i o n  i n s i d e  Europe i t s e l f ,  it had an o f t e n  neglec ted  
resonance o u t s i d e  t h e  c o n t i n e n t  i n  t h e  c o l o n i a l  and semi-co lonia l  pe r iphe ry ,  
meaning e s p e c i a l l y  t h e  Middle E a s t  and C e n t r a l  As ia ,  China, I n d i a ,  and over  
t h e  longer  term L a t i n  America, South-East Asia ,  South A f r i c a ,  and s o  on. 
Here it was t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  Bolshevik Revolution had occur red  i n  a backward 
and overwhelmingly a g r a r i a n  s o c i e t y ,  combined wi th  t h e  Bolsheviks '  emphasis 
i n  1917-18 on t h e  p r i n c i p l e  o f  n a t i o n a l  s e l f -de t e rmina t ion ,  t h a t  proved most 
i n s p i r a t i o n a l  f o r  t h e  v a r i o u s  extra-European movements. Taking t h e  longer  
view, we can see t h i s  a s  j u s t  as--perhaps even more--important a s  t h e  resonance 
o f  the r e v o l u t i o n  i n  Europe i tself .  For t h e  first t i m e ,  between t h e  February 
and October Revo lu t ions ,  t h e  d e l e g a t i o n s  o f  t h e  non-Russian n a t i o n a l i t i e s  
and var ious  extra-European peop le s  began appear ing  a t  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
ga the r ings  o f  t h e  Left a s  s e p a r a t e l y  organized and d i s t i n c t i v e  groups .  It 
is  enormously s i g n i f i c a n t  t h a t  among t h e  major c a t e g o r i e s  o f  d e l e g a t e s  t o  t h e  
founding Congress o f  t h e  Communist I n t e r n a t i o n a l  i n  March 1919 were t h o s e  
from ( a )  t h e  non-Russian n a t i o n a l i t i e s  of t h e  o l d  Empire (F in l and ,  Es tonia ,  
L a t v i a ,  L i thuania  and B e l o r u s s i a ,  Poland, Ukraine,  Georgia ,  and Armenia; 
and (b)  a r e a s  o f  C e n t r a l  Asia  and t h e  Far  Eas t  (China, Korea, P e r s i a ,  
Turkestan,  Aze rba i j an ,  and t h e  "United Group of t h e  Eas te rn  Peoples  o f  Russ i an .  
This opening t o  t h e  extra-European world was a decided s t r e n g t h .  One 
o f  t h e  Russian Revo lu t ion ' s  most powerful e f f e c t s ,  i n  con junc t ion  with t h e  
c o l l a p s e  of  t h e  m u l t i - n a t i o n a l  empires  and t h e  t r iumph of n a t i o n a l  se l f -de te rmin-  
a t i o n ,  was t o  b r i n g  a n t i - c o l o n i a l i s m  and n a t i o n a l  l i b e r a t i o n  r i g h t  t o  t h e  
c e n t e r  of Left p o l i t i c a l  d i s c o u r s e .  When Eas te rn  Europe's s u b o r d i n a t e  peoples  
were acqu i r ing  s t a t e h o o d  wi th  t h e  he lp  of t h e  Allies, it was hard  f o r  c o l o n i a l  
peoples  o u t s i d e  Europe n o t  t o  see th'is a s  a cue. Moreover, Len in ' s  "Theses 
on t h e  S o c i a l i s t  Revolut ion and t h e  Right  o f  Nat ions  t o  Self-Determinat ion" 
(March 1916) had preceded Woodrow Wilson 's  Four teen  P o i n t s ,  and t h e  Bolshevik 
s t a n c e  o f  n a t i o n a l  s e l f -de t e rmina t ion  a t  Bres t -Li tovsk  i n  December 1917 had 
d e c i s i v e l y  upped t h e  a n t e  f o r  t h e  Western Allies i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t .  [ S ]  The 
Boshevik government 's  e a r l y  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  p o l i c y  inc luded  an audacious a t tempt  
t o  r e v o l u t i o n i z e  t h e  extra-European and c o l o n i a l  world,  and i n  t h i s  s ense  
t h e  Th i rd  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  t u r n e d  its s i g h t s  d e l i b e r a t e l y  "toward t h e  O r i e n t ,  
Asia ,  Af r i ca ,  t h e  c o l o n i e s ,  where t h i s  movement [ f o r  n a t i o n a l  s e l f -de t e rmina t ion ]  
is n o t  a  t h i n g  of t h e  p a s t  b u t  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t  and t h e  f u t u r e n .  [6] Thus t h e  
l a r g e  Asian c o n t i n g e n t  a t  t h e  founding Congress--almost a q u a r t e r  o f  t h e  d e l e g a t e s  
( twelve  o u t  of fifty-two)--was a  major d e p a r t u r e  from t h e  Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l ' s  
pre-war r e c o r d .  A s  Bukharin observed,  t h i s  was t h e  first time such a ga the r ing  
had heard  a  speech  i n  Chinese.  [7) I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  t h e  Congress inaugura ted  
a  v i t a l  f u t u r e  t r a d i t i o n ,  t o  which t h e  Baku "Congress o f  t h e  Peoples o f  t h e  
Eas tn  i n  September 1920 was t o  become t h e  b r idge .  
(3) It's impor tan t  t o  recognize  t h e  l i m i t e d  succes s  o f  t h e  Bolshevik example 
e l sewhere  i n  Europe i tself  dur ing  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  per iod  o f  1917-23. As 
we know, a  popu la r  working-class  r e v o l u t i o n  comparable t o  t h e  one i n  Russia 
had n o t  succeeded anywhere else i n  Europe--despite t h e  dramat ic  breakthroughs 
i n  Eas t -Cen t r a l  Europe i n  October-November 1918, t h e  massive C e n t r a l  European 
and I t a l i a n  r a d i c a l i z a t i o n  o f  1919, and t h e  f u r t h e r  t u rbu lence  of  1920. Even 
more, some n a t i o n a l  movements had gone down t o  c rush ing  d e f e a t ,  i n  a  sequence 
o f  r e p r e s s i v e  s t a b i l i z a t i o n s  running through Hungary, I t a l y ,  Bulgar ia ,  and 
Spain.  Yet t h e  p l e n t i f u l  inc idence  o f  i n s u r r e c t i o n a r y  ou tbreaks  and t h e i r  
f a i l u r e s  should  n o t  be al lowed t o  exhaus t  t h e  v a r i e t y  o f  r evo lu t iona ry  exper ience  
i n  t h e  1917-23 con junc tu re .  The Bolshevik model o f  s o c i a l  p o l a r i z a t i o n  and 
s u c c e s s f u l  i n s u r r e c t i o n  was n o t  t h e  only form i n  which a  r evo lu t iona ry  p o l i t i c s  
could  come t o  f r u i t i o n  i n  Europe a s  a  whole. I n  f a c t ,  t h e  commoner p a t t e r n  
was one i n  which i n s u r r e c t i o n a r y  t u rbu lence  ( o r  j u s t  t h e  chance t h a t  it might 
develop)  e l i c i t e d  a  major r e f o r m i s t  d e p a r t u r e ,  e i t h e r  by f o r c i n g  t h e  hand 
o f  a  nervous government o r  by encouraging f a r - s i g h t e d  non - soc i a l i s t  governments 
i n t o  a  l a r g e - s c a l e  pre-emptive g e s t u r e .  Even where the r evo lu t iona ry  Le f t  
was a t  i ts  weakest  and s o c i a l i s t  p a r t i e s  recorded  r e l a t i v e l y  few ga ins  i n  t h e  
post-war e l e c t i o n s ,  t h i s  e f f e c t  could be c l e a r l y  seen--as i n  France (with 
a  law on c o l l e c t i v e  agreements ,  t h e  e igh t -hour  day ,  and an e l e c t o r a l  reform 
between March and J u l y  1919) ;  i n  Belgium ( t h e  e igh t -hour  day,  a  p rog re s s ive  
t a x  reform,  s o c i a l  i n su rance  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  and an e l e c t o r a l  reform during 
1918-21); and t h e  Nether lands  (eight-hour  day and for ty- f ive-hour  week, s o c i a l  
i n su rance  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  p u b l i c  housing, c o r p o r a t i v e  involvement o f  t r a d e  unions 
i n  t h e  new Min i s t ry  o f  S o c i a l  A f f a i r s ,  and v o t e s  f o r  women dur ing  1918-20). 
S i m i l a r  effects could  be seen  i n  B r i t a i n  and Scandinavia .  I n  a l l  t h e s e  c a s e s  
a  l o c a l  chemis t ry  o f  shop f loo r  m i l i t a n c y ,  union growth, and government anx ie ty  
combined wi th  a n t i - r e v o l u t i o n a r y  paranoia  f e d  by Bolshevik e f f o r t s  a t  spreading  
t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  r e v o l u t i o n  and t h e  r e a l  exp los ions  i n  Germany and I t a l y ,  
t o  produce packages o f  s i g n i f i c a n t  reform. The s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  d e s i r e  t o  
accommodate l a b o r  movements and appease t h e  workers was a l s o  t o  do with t h e  
unusua l ly  f a v o r a b l e  l a b o r  market between s p r i n g  1919 and summer 1920 ( longe r  
i n  C e n t r a l  Europe) ,  which gave organized workers a  t r a n s i t o r y  p o l i t i c a l  s t r e n g t h .  
  either t h e  reform-proneness of  governments, nor  t h e  s c a l e  o f  mi l i t ancy ,  
nor  the massive t rade-union  expansions were p o s s i b l e  o u t s i d e  t h i s  economic 
con tex t  o f  s h o r t - l i v e d  boom. And when it a b r u p t l y  passed,  unemployment qu ick ly  
r o s e  t o  q u i t e  a la rming  l e v e l s ,  and workers were c a s t  unceremoniously on t h e  
de fens ive .  
However, t h e  n e t  effect o f  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  i n t e r a c t i o n  among m i l i t a n c y ,  
union growth, and government a n x i e t y  was a major increment o f  reform,  and 
t h e  i n t e r e s t i n g  ques t i on  is t h e  d e g r e e  t o  which a coherent  s o c i a l i s t  p o l i t i c a l  
s t r a t e g y  was a t  work. Arguably t h e  s t r o n g e s t  reformisms i n  t h i s  r e spec t - - t he  
ones capable  o f  f u r t h e r  i nc remen ta l  growth i n  t h e  1920s and 1930s--were p r e c i s e l y  
t h e  ones wi th  some gu id ing  s o c i a l  democra t ic  v i s i o n  o r  i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  i n  which 
t h e  p a r t i e s  involved  could  b u i l d  on a pre-war par l iamentary  p o s i t i o n  o f  some 
s t r e n g t h ,  and where t h e  s o c i a l i s t  l e a d e r s h i p  could a c t  i n  effect a s  b r o k e r s  
between government and mass. The weakest  o r  most f r a g i l e  reformisms,  on t h e  
o t h e r  hand, were t h o s e  w i thou t  t h i s  cohe ren t  mediating i n t e l l i g e n c e ,  where 
t h e  founda t ions  o f  a c o r p o r a t i v e  s e t t l e m e n t  were b u i l t  more e x c l u s i v e l y  from 
t h e  t r a n s i t o r y  s a l i e n c e  o f  a t rade-union  b loc .  Examples o f  t h e  former would 
be e s p e c i a l l y  Sweden, and more ambiguously ( i f  on ly  because t h e y  r a n  v i o l e n t l y  
aground dur ing  1928-34) Germany and A u s t r i a ;  a main example o f  t h e  l a t t e r  
would be B r i t a i n .  A f u r t h e r  major  ca t ego ry  o f  reform involved  land  re form,  
o f  which t h e r e  were key i n s t a n c e s  i n  Romania, Yugoslavia,  B u l g a r i a ,  Greece ,  
Czechoslovakia ,  Poland, t h e  B a l t i c  S t a t e s ,  and Finland (Hungary is  a s p e c i a l  
c a s e  due t o  t h e  r a p i d  succes s ion  of l i b e r a l ,  s o v i e t ,  and coun te r - r evo lu t iona ry  
r eg imes ) .  But he re  both t h e  s o c i a l i s t  and Communist Left were n o t a b l e  f o r  
t h e i r  d i s a s t r o u s  i n d i f f e r e n c e  t o  t h i s  r e g i o n a l  p r i o r i t y ,  t he reby  denying 
themselves  a major p o l i t i c a l  c o n s t i t u e n c y  i n  t h e  peasant ry  (by c o n t r a s t ,  
i n t e r e s t i n g l y ,  wi th  t h e  openness  o f  t h e  Left t o  t h e  farming i n t e r e s t  i n  Sweden 
and elsewhere i n  Scandinavia) .  
Leaving a s i d e  t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  t h e  l a n d ,  the s i g n i f i c a n c e  o f  t h i s  r e f o r m i s t  
increment  was t h a t  i n  a l a r g e  p a r t  o f  Europe--essent ia l ly  t h e  pre-war C e n t r a l  
and North European " s o c i a l  democra t i c  c o r e n  (Aus t r i a ,  Germany, Czechoslovakia ,  
Swi t ze r l and ,  Scand inav ia ) ,  t o g e t h e r  w i th  France, t h e  Low Coun t r i e s ,  and 
Br i t a in - - the  p o s i t i o n  o f  t h e  L e f t  had become much s t r o n g e r  t h a n  be fo re .  The 
s t r e n g t h e n i n g  took  a s p e c i f i c  form.  Though i n  some cases  (Germany, A u s t r i a ,  
Czechoslovakia) improvement came from t h e  c o l l a p s e  of  t h e  o l d  i m p e r i a l  reg imes  
amids t  popular  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  upheava l ,  and i n  a l l  t h e  o t h e r s  from t h e  a p p l i c a t i o n  
o f  l a r g e - s c a l e  popular  p r e s s u r e s ,  none the l e s s  it did  - n o t  amount t o  any s p e c i f i c a l l y  
s o c i a l i s t  advance. S p e c i f i c a l l y  s o c i a l i s t  demands were c e r t a i n l y  a t  t h e  f o r e f r o n t  
o f  a c t i v i t y  i n  t h e  l a b o r  movements themselves .  But with very few excep t ions  
t h e s e  weren ' t  i nco rpo ra t ed  i n t o  any l a s t i n g  s e t t l emen t .  I n s t e a d ,  t h e  r e f o r m i s t  
advance took t h e  form o f  a s t r e n g t h e n i n g  o f  par l iamentary democracy, t h e  
expansion o f  workers '  r i g h t s  under  t h e  law,  f u r t h e r  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  t r a d e  un ions ,  
growth o f  c i v i l  l i b e r t i e s ,  and s i g n i f i c a n t  s o c i a l  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  which i n  some 
c a s e s  amounted t o  t h e  beginnings  o f  a w e l f a r e  s t a t e .  I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  t h e  
enhancement o f  t h e  p u b l i c  sphere-- in  par l iamentary ,  p u b l i c i s t i c ,  and c u l t u r a l  
terms--was a major s t r a t e g i c  g a i n ,  e s p e c i a l l y  i n  c o u n t r i e s  where p u b l i c  freedoms 
had been cramped and ha ra s sed  b e f o r e  1914. 
Such g a i n s  were n o t  t h e  d i r e c t  exp re s s ion  o f  s u c c e s s f u l  s o c i a l i s t  r e v o l u t i o n ,  
bu t  t hey  were t h e  outcomes o f  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  s i t u a t i o n s ,  and a single-minded 
concen t r a t i on  on t h e  Bolshevik e x p e r i e n c e  a s  t h e  main measure o f  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
a u t h e n t i c i t y  d i s a b l e s  u s  from a p p r e c i a t i n g  t h i s  more complex c o n f i g u r a t i o n  
o f  r evo lu t iona ry  p o s s i b i l i t y .  Moreover, t h e r e  was a f u r t h e r  p a t t e r n  o f  
r evo lu t iona ry  p o l i t i c s  i n  1917-23, which is  l ikewise  inadequate ly  grasped  
by focus ing  on t h e  Bolshevik model, and t h a t  was a type  o f  t r ans fo rma t ion  
i n  which new s t a t e s  were formed ( o r  p o s t u l a t e d )  and popular  a s p i r a t i o n s  were 
mainly cana l i zed  by a p r o c e s s  o f  " n a t i o n a l  revolu t ion" .  There were perhaps  
f o u r  s enses  i n  which t h i s  was s o .  ( a )  On t h e  Western and Southern p e r i p h e r i e s  
o f  t h e  o l d  Russian Empire--Finland, t h e  B a l t i c ,  Ukraine, Transcaucas ia ,  
even Belorussia--we should t h i n k  i n  te rms  o f  d i s t i n c t  r e g i o n a l  exper iences  
a p a r t  from t h e  main Moscow-Petrogred a x i s  o f  t h e  Bolshevik Revolut ion,  t h a t  
is ,  s e p a r a t e  p roces se s  o f  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  upheaval ,  which were c e r t a i n l y  
a r t i c u l a t e d  wi th  t h e  c e n t r a l  Russian one i n  complicated ways, bu t  which a l s o  
possessed  t h e i r  own dynamism and i n t e g r i t y  (and outcomes, i f  t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
con junc tu re  of t h e  Russian C i v i l  War had e v e r  allowed them t h e  chance).  
(b) Between 28 October  end 9 November 1918, t h e r e  was a d i s t i n c t  Eas t -Cent ra l  
European sequence o f  r e v o l u t i o n  t h a t  was c o l l e c t i v e l y  s c a r c e l y  less s i g n i f i c a n t  
t h a n  t h e  February Revolut ion o f  1917 i n  Russia .  These e v e n t s  b a s i c a l l y  e r e c t e d  
new repub l i can  s o v e r e i g n t i e s  on t h e  r u i n s  o f  t h e  Hanbsburg and Hohenzollern 
Empires, i n  a cha in  which inc luded:  Czechoslovakia (28 Oc tobe r ) ;  Yugoslavia 
(29  October ) ;  "German-Austrian (30 October ) ;  Hungary (31 Oc tobe r ) ;  Poland 
(between 28 October and 1 4  November); West Ukraine (31 Oc tobe r ) ;  and Germany 
(8 and 9 November). The s o c i a l i s t  Left were major a c t o r s  i n  each o f  t h e s e  
c a s e s ,  and t h e  predominant p a t t e r n  o f  t h e  "successor  s t a t e s n  du r ing  t h e  immediate 
founding per iod  o f  1918-20 was one o f  par l iamentary  s t a t e s  wi th  a s t r o n g  Le f t  
p resence .  (c) We should  a l s o  remember t h e  resonance o f  t h e  Bolshevik Revolution 
i n  t h e  extra-European world mentioned i n  (2)  above, which became mani fes t  
i n  t h e  first s t i r r i n g s  o f  n a t i o n a l - r e v o l u t i o n a r y  oppos i t i ons  i n  t h e  c o l o n i a l  
world.  (d)  L a s t l y ,  t h e  toughening o f  c i v i l  s o c i e t y  through t h e  enhancement 
o f  t h e  p u b l i c  sphe re  was a l s o  an a s p e c t  o f  n a t i o n a l  r e v o l u t i o n ,  f o r  i n  t h e  
newly c r e a t e d  s o v e r e i g n t i e s  o f  Eas t -Cent ra l  Europe t h e  l e g a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  
t h e  p u b l i c  sphe re  was a v i t a l  p roces s  i n  t h e  o v e r a l l  p r o j e c t  o f  nat ion-forming.  
If we focus  on t h e s e  t h r e e  points--on t h e  independent space  f o r  a t h i r d  
" l e f t - s o c i a l i s t n  f o r c e  between Bolshevism and right-wing s o c i a l  democracy i n  
t h e  y e a r s  1918-20; on t h e  Bolshevik Revolut ion a s  t h e  i n s p i r a t i o n  f o r  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
na t iona l i sm among Third-World peoples ;  and on wider range  o f  r evo lu t iona ry  
expe r i ences  i n  t h e  European-wide con junc tu re  o f  1917-23--if we focus  on t h e s e  
t h r e e  p o i n t s ,  we can see j u s t  how l i m i t i n g  t h e  subsuming o f  r evo lu t iona ry  
p o s s i b i l i t i e s  i n t o  t h e  r e i f i e d  ve r s ion  o f  t h e  "Bolshevik modeln (and t h e  l a t e r  
Moscow-dominated Communist t r a d i t i o n )  a c t u a l l y  is.  I n  f a c t ,  t o  understand 
both  t h e  s p e c i f i c i t y  o f  t h e  Bolshevik Revolution/model and t h e  r e a l  p o l i t i c a l  
t a s k s  f a c i n g  an i n t e r n a t i o n a l  Communist s t r a t e g y  i n  t h e  1920s,  i t ' s  v i t a l  
t o  broaden t h e  p e r s p e c t i v e  t o  t a k e  i n  t h e  much r i c h e r  c o n f i g u r a t i o n  o f  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
p o s s i b i l i t i e s  o f  t h e  European-wide s c a l e .  Once we do t h a t ,  whether i n  t h e  
c o n t e x t  of  t h e  Eas t -Cent ra l  European n a t i o n a l  r e v o l u t i o n s  o f  i n  t h e  p a r t s  o f  
North-Western Europe which a l r eady  possessed par l iamentary sys tems ,  we ' re  
d e a l i n g  not  wi th  s o c i a l  p o l a r i z a t i o n  and i n s u r r e c t i o n a r y  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  a s  t h e  
e x c l u s i v e  l o g i c  o f  s o c i a l i s t  p o l i t i c s ,  bu t  wi th  h i s t o r i e s  i n  which t h e  impact 
o f  t h e  Left  on much broader  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  c o a l i t i o n s  becomes t h e  d e f i n i n g  
t h i n g .  I n  o t h e r  words, we're d e a l i n g  wi th  more p r o s a i c  bu t  e x t r a o r d i n a r i l y  
impor tan t  i n s t i t u t i o n a l  g a i n s  o f  t h e  kind convent iona l ly  d i smissed  u n t i l  r e c e n t l y  
by t h e  Marxist  t r a d i t i o n  a s  reformism--the f u l l  a r r ay  of  democrat ic  ga ins  i n  
t h e  f r a n c h i s e ,  t rade-union  r i g h t s  and l a b o r  l e g i s l a t i o n ,  we l f a r e  measures,  
t h e  s t r eng then ing  o f  t h e  p u b l i c  sphe re ,  and s o  on. Given t h e  n a t i o n a l  and 
democrat ic  q u a l i t i e s  o f  t h e  c u r r e n t  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  even t s  on Eas t e rn  Europe 
and t h e  Sovie t  Union, t h i s  r i c h e r  c o n t e x t  o f  s o c i a l i s t  p o l i t i c s  dur ing  t h e  
1917-23 conjunc ture  speaks  very e loquen t ly  t o  c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h e  p r e s e n t ,  whether 
o r  n o t  t h e  more s p e c i f i c a l l y  Communist o r  s t a t e - s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n  of  t h e  
post-1947 e r a  is dead.  
S o c i a l  Democracy and t h e  A l t e r n a t i v e s  
If we d i f f e r e n t i a t e  t h e  "meaning o f  Octobern i n  t h i s  way, and s t e p  back 
from t h e  dichotomous framework o f  Marxism-Leninism versus  r ight-wing s o c i a l  
democracy ( o r  S t a l i n  ve r sus  Neil Kinnock),  what can we say  more s p e c i f i c a l l y  
about  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  s t r a n d s  o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n ?  To do t h i s ,  i t ' s  
necessary  t o  s ay  something first abou t  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  o f  t h e  c l a s s i c a l  s o c i a l  
democra t ic  t r a d i t i o n  i n  t h e  p e r i o d  b e f o r e  t h e  F i r s t  World War, when democracy 
a s  we have come t o  know it i n  t h e  West s i n c e  t h e  d e f e a t  o f  fasc i sm was l a r g e l y  
p ioneered  i n  t h e  o p p o s i t i o n a l  c u l t u r e  o f  t h e  l a b o r  movements and t h e i r  demands 
f o r  reform. I n  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  I ' l l  be  keeping t h r e e  dimensions o f  t h e  o rgan iz -  
a t i o n a l  ques t i on  i n  mind: ( a )  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  ques t i on  i n  t h e  conven t iona l  
s e n s e  ( t h e  r e g u l a t i o n  o f  democracy a t  t h e  l e v e l  o f  t h e  s t a t e  and its system 
o f  law) ;  (b)  t h e  Left's own i n t e r n a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  (democracy wi th in  movements); 
and (c) t h e  forms o f  popu la r  p o l i t i c a l  mob i l i za t i on  (democracy i n  motion) .  
S o c i a l  democrat ic  p o l i t i c s ,  a s  it emerged between t h e  1860s and 1914,  
was a  reckoning with two e a r l i e r  t r a d i t i o n s  o f  popular  a c t i v i t y ,  namely, 
r a d i c a l  democracy focused on t h e  f r a n c h i s e ,  f r equen t ly  a r t i c u l a t e d  th rough 
l i b e r a l  c o a l i t i o n s ;  and t h e  v a r i o u s  forms o f  utopian s o c i a l i s m  and o t h e r  
e a r l y  19th-century communitarian t r a d i t i o n s .  Beginning i n  t h e  1860s,  a  
d i s t i n c t  form o f  s o c i a l i s t  pa r l i amen ta r i an i sm sha rp ly  s e p a r a t e d  i t se l f  from 
both l i b e r a l i s m  and t h e  u top i an  p i o n e e r s .  It s u b s t i t u t e d  popular  sove re ign ty  
f o r  t h e  free and sove re ign  i n d i v i d u a l ,  and s imultaneously t u r n e d  i ts  back 
on t h e  l o c a l l y  organized  c o o p e r a t i v e  u t o p i a .  On the one hand, s o c i a l  democrats  
pursued a  program o f  maximum pa r l i amen ta ry  democracy, on a  b a s i s  u sua l ly  
resembling t h e  s i x  p o i n t s  o f  t h e  1838 Peop le ' s  Char te r  i n  B r i t a i n ;  on t h e  
o t h e r  hand, t h i s  shaped t h e i r  o v e r a l l  approach t o  t h e  problem o f  democra t iz ing  
t h e  s t a t e ,  producing a  s o c i a l i s t  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s m  t h a t  kept  l i t t l e  i n  common 
w i t h  t h e  l o c a l  p r o j e c t s  of c o o p e r a t i v e  and communal s e l f - a d m i n i s t r a t i o n  t h a t  
gave b i r t h  t o  s o c i a l i s t  t h i n k i n g  e a r l i e r  i n  t h e  19 th  cen tury .  The c o n t r a s t  
wi th  t h e  e a r l i e r  per iod  is c l e a r .  E i t h e r  s o c i a l i s t s  had func t ioned  a s  j u n i o r  
e lements  i n  broadly l i b e r a l  c o a l i t i o n s ,  occas iona l ly  r i s i n g  t o  s e p a r a t e  
prominence i n  t h e  r a d i c a l i z i n g  c i r cums tances  o f  a  r evo lu t iona ry  c r i s i s ,  a s  
i n  1848-49; o r  e l s e  t h e y  lobb ied  f o r  i n t e r m e d i a t e  forms o f  producer  coope ra t i on  
backed by a  reforming government ( e . g .  th rough n a t i o n a l  workshops o r  a  p e o p l e ' s  
c r e d i t  bank) ,  border ing  on t h e  more ambi t ious  schemes o f  Proudhon, Cabet ,  
and o t h e r  u top i ans .  
I n  both r e s p e c t s ,  t h e  1860s were a  d e c i s i v e  depar ture .  I n  most of Europe 
t h e  dominant l e f t  p o l i t i c s  h e n c e f o r t h  became t h e  c e n t r a l l y  d i r e c t e d  p a r t y  
o f  par l iamentary  s o c i a l  democracy i n  c l o s e  combination with a  n a t i o n a l l y  
f e d e r a t e d  t rade-union movement. T h i s  new p o l i t i c a l  model was c e n t r a l i s t ,  
because it s t r e s s e d  n a t i o n a l  r a t h e r  t h a n  l o c a l  forms o f  a c t i o n ;  p a r l i a m e n t a r i s t ,  
because it p r i v i l e g e d  t h e  pa r l i amen ta ry  a r ena  a s  t h e  soourse  o f  sove re ign ty ;  
and c o n s t i t u t i o n a l i s t  i n  t h e  g iven  meaning o f  t h e  term, because it p r e f e r r e d  
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  t o  d i r e c t  forms o f  democracy. This  pre fe rence  f o r  s t r o n g l y  
c e n t r a l i z e d  forms o f  o r g a n i z a t i o n  ove r  t h e  l o o s e r  f ede ra t ed  modes p r e v a l e n t  
between t h e  1820s and 1860s,  b rought  a  new motif  i n t o  t h e  d i s c o u r s e  o f  t h e  
L e f t ,  v iz .  t h e  c e n t r a l i t y  o f  t h e  p a r t y .  The ca se  f o r  t h e  l a t t e r - - o r  a t  l e a s t ,  
f o r  systems o f  p r i o r i t y  t h a t  made t h e  i d e a  o f  t h e  pa r ty  seem unavoidable--was 
argued through i n  a  series of b i t t e r l y  con te s t ed  deba tes  t h a t  dominated t h e  
European Left from t h e  ear ly-1860s  t o  mid-1870s. The main forum was t h e  F i r s t  
I n t e r n a t i o n a l ,  a  new c o o r d i n a t i n g  agency c r e a t e d  i n  1864 and even tua l ly  wound 
up i n  1876. The g e n e r a l  s e t t i n g  was t h e  European-wide p roces s  o f  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  
upheaval  extending from t h e  emancipation of t h e  serfs i n  Russia  t o  t h e  foundat ion 
o f  t h e  Thi rd  Republic i n  France,  and given most d ramat ic  shape i n  t h e  German 
and I t a l i a n  u n i f i c a t i o n s  and t h e  r i s i n g  o f  t h e  P a r i s  Commune. It was during 
t h e s e  deba t e s  t h a t  K a r l  Marx r o s e  t o  European prominence a s  a  c e n t r a l  a u t h o r i t y  
o f  s o c i a l i s t  t h ink ing .  
Throughout t h e s e  d e b a t e s ,  t h e  arguments f o r  d i f f e r e n t  t y p e s  o f  s t a t e  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  ( t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  t h e  f u t u r e  s o c i a l i s t  government) and f o r  
d i f f e r e n t  t y p e s  o f  movement ( t h e  prefer red .mode  o f  t h e  Left's own i n t e r n a l  
o r g a n i z a t i o n )  were basically homologous. Again, t h e  c o n t r a s t  w i th  what came 
be fo re  is i n s t r u c t i v e .  The loca l ly-based  a s s o c i a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t y  o f  r a d i c a l  
democrats and e a r l y  s o c i a l i s t s  had t e n d e d ' t o  ach ieve  r e g i o n a l  and n a t i o n a l  
resonance  mainly th rough t h e  un i fy ing  effects o f  c e r t a i n  common a s p i r a t i o n s ,  
focused by t h e  work o f  newspapers,  pamphlets,  i t i n e r a n t  l e c t u r e r s ,  and 
a  few n a t i o n a l  p a r l i a m e n t a r i a n s  and o t h e r  cha r i sma t i c  f i g u r e s ,  which coa lesced  
i n t o  a  n a t i o n a l  movement mainly through t h e  impetus o f  p a r t i c u l a r  campaigns 
t h a t  l e f t  l i t t l e  permanent framework o f  c e n t r a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n .  Correspondingly,  
t h e  envisaged democra t ic  s t a t e  presupposed s i m i l a r  p r i n c i p l e s  o f  decen t r a l i zed  
o r g a n i z a t i o n ,  u s u a l l y  expressed  through an i d e a l  o f  l o o s e l y  f e d e r a t e d ,  s e l f -  
governing u n i t s  o f  c o o p e r a t i v e l y  organized s m a l l  producers .  An analogous 
c o n t i n u i t y  o f  a c t i o n  and o r g a n i z a t i o n  c h a r a c t e r i z e d  t.he s o c i a l  democrat ic  
t r a d i t i o n  a f t e r  t h e  1860s. wi th  t h e  form o f  t h e  f u t u r e  s o c i a l i s t  c o n s t i t u t i o n  
being b a s i c a l l y  a b s t r a c t e d  from t h e  s o c i a l  democrats '  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  experience 
under cap i t a l i sm .  F i r s t ,  t h e  p re fe r ence  f o r  r e p r e s e n t a t i v e  forms o f  n a t i o n a l  
o r g a n i z a t i o n  i n  both t h e  s o c i a l  democrat ic  p a r t i e s  and t h e i r  a f f i l i a t e d  t r a d e  
un ions ,  a s  opposed t o  d i r ec t -democra t i c  models of  decision-making t h a t  l e f t  
g r e a t e r  a u t h o r i t y  w i th  t h e  rank and f i l e  a t  t h e  branch l e v e l  o f  t h e  movement, 
on t h e  shop-f loor  and i n  t h e  l o c a l i t i e s ,  was r e p l i c a t e d  i n  t h e  preference  
f o r  a  par l iamentary  t y p e  o f  c o n s t i t u t i o n .  Second, t h e  s t r o n g  commitment 
t o  a  c e n t r a l  b u r e a u c r a t i c  form o f  o r g a n i z a t i o n  f o r  both p a r t y  and unions,  
b o t h - t o c o n c e n t r a t e  t h e  movement's s t r e n g t h s  and t o  e q u a l i z e  r e s o u r c e s  among 
i ts s t r o n g e r  and weaker s e c t i o n s ,  was r e f l e c t e d  i n  the s u p p o r t  f o r  c e n t r a l  
i n s t i t u t i o n s  of  economic planning which would al low the f u t u r e  s t a t e  maximum 
p o t e n t i a l  f o r  s o c i a l i s t  c o n s t r u c t i o n .  - 
I n  o t h e r  words, t h e r e  was l i t t l e  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  o f f i c i a l  counsels  o f  
t h e  pre-1914 s o c i a l i s t  p a r t i e s  i n  de -cen t r a l i zed  forms, whether  i n  t h e  shape 
of  coope ra t i ve  and communitarian self-management schemes p ioneered  by t h e i r  
e a r l y - s o c i a l i s t  p r e d e c e s s o r s ,  o r  i n  t h a t  o f  t h e  s o v i e t s  and workers '  counc i l s  
t h a t  emerged i n  1917-21. Indeed,  Kautsky and o t h e r  l e a d i n g  vo ices  were h igh ly  
s c e p t i c a l  o f  demands f o r  i n d u s t r i a l  democracy and workers '  c o n t r o l ,  a rgu ing  
t h a t  t h e  advanced i n d u s t r i a l  economy and t h e  -complexi t ies  o f  t h e  modern e n t e r p r i s e  
precluded t h e  i n t r o d u c t i o n  o f  democrat ic  procedures  d i r e c t l y  i n t o  t h e  economy 
i t se l f .  I n s t e a d ,  on ly  a  s t r o n g  par l iament  could a c t  a s  an e f f e c t i v e  democrat ic  
watchdog on t h e  manager ia l  bureaucrac ies  o f  t h e  economy a s  well a s  on t h e  
c i v i l  bureaucracy o f  t h e  s t a t e .  I n  t h i s  way, t h e  model o f  democrat ic  respons-  
i b i l i t y  fash ioned  by t h e  l a b o r  movement f o r  t h e  conduct o f  its own a f f a i r s - -o f  
a  permanent o f f i c i a l d o m  he ld  accountab le  t o  t h e  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  a u t h o r i t y  o f  
an e l e c t e d  assembly o f  t rade-union o r  p a r t y  delegates--was b a s i c a l l y  t ransposed  
t o  t h e  broader  a rena  o f  government, i n  t h e  form o f  a  s o c i a l i s t  par l iamentary 
s t a t e .  
Th i s ,  t h e n ,  was t h e  main p a t t e r n  between t h e  1860s and t h e  F i r s t  World 
War--one o f  c e n t r a l i z e d  n a t i o n a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  aimed a t  i n f l u e n c i n g  t h e  s t a t e  
i n  t h e  par l iamentary  a r e n a ,  o r  i n  t h e  c a s e  o f  t h e  t r a d e  unions a t  s ecu r ing  
t h e  b e s t  d e a l  from t h e  employers on s t r a d e  o r  indus t ry-wide  b a s i s .  However, 
we should be aware o f  t h e  excep t ions .  S o c i a l i s t  par l iamentar ian ism f l o u r i s h e d  
b e s t ,  no t  s u r p r i s i n g l y ,  wi th  a r e l a t i v e l y  free p u b l i c  l i f e ,  where t h e  
par l iamentary  framework was f a i r l y  w e l l  e s t a b l i s h e d :  B r i t a i n ,  German-speaking 
C e n t r a l  Europe, Scandinavia ,  t h e  Low Count r ies .  [8] It proved much weaker, 
e q u a l l y  obv ious ly ,  where t h e  p o l i t i c a l  system remained r e p r e s s i v e :  pre-eminently 
I m p e r i a l  Russ ia ,  t o g e t h e r  wi th  t h e  S l a v i c  r e g i o n s  o f  t h e  Habsburg Empire, 
and t h e  independent  s t a t e s  o f  South-East Europe ( a p a r t  from Bu lga r i a ) ;  i n  
t h e s e  c a s e s  t h e r e  was unders tandably  a s t r o n g  p u l l  toward ex t ra -par l iamentary  
forms o f  a c t i o n .  We should  a l s o  mention t h e  widespread p o p u l a r i t y  of anarcho- 
s y n d i c a l i s t  i d e a s  i n  Southern Europe--not on ly  i n  Spa in ,  where t hey  a r e  u s u a l l y  
he ld  t o  have c o n s t i t u t e d  t h e  dominant f o r c e  i n  t h e  l a b o r  movement, bu t  a l s o  
i n  Swi t ze r l and ,  I t a l y ,  and France ,  where t h e y  c o n t e s t e d  t h e  l ead ing  c l a ims  
o f  s o c i a l  democracy r i g h t  i n t o  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  y e a r s  o f  1917-21. Anarch is t  
i d e a s  provided t h e  major a l t e r n a t i v e  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  L e f t  i n  t h e  founding pe r iod  
o f  t h e  s o c i a l  democra t ic  t r a d i t i o n  under t h e  F i r s t  I n t e r n a t i o n a l .  I n  a t ransmuted  
form, t hey  r e s u r f a c e d  i n  t h e  s y n d i c a l i s t  a g i t a t i o n  between t h e  1890s and 
1914, which r a i s e d  t h e  n e x t  s i g n i f i c a n t  c h a l l e n g e  t o  t h e  e s t a b l i s h e d  mode 
o f  s o c i a l i s t  p o l i t i c s  r e p r e s e n t e d  by t h e  p a r t i e s  o f  t h e  Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l  
(1889-1914) mainly founded between 1875 and t h e  1890s. Moreover, i n  t h i s  
phase s y n d i c a l i s t  i d e a s  migra ted  from t h e  Southern  European base lands  t o  B r i t a i n ,  
p a r t s  o f  t h e  Low Coun t r i e s ,  and even Germany. F i n a l l y ,  democrat ic  na t iona l i sm 
p rov ides  a f u r t h e r  c o n t i n u i t y  w i t h  t h e  e a r l i e r  1 9 t h  c e n t u r y ,  which d o e s n ' t  
f i t  e x a c t l y  i n t o  t h e  dominant s o c i a l  democrat ic  typology  d i s t i n g u i s h e d  above. 
The networks o f  migrant  a r t i s a n s  and p o l i t i c a l  e x i l e s  l i n k i n g  P a r i s ,  London, 
and B r u s s e l s  i n  t h e  1840s and 1850s were f e r t i l e  ground f o r  t h e  e a r l y  a c t i v i t y  
o f  Marx and Engels ,  and l i n k e d  t h e  causes  o f  P o l i s h ,  Hungarian, and I t a l i a n  
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n  t o  t h o s e  o f  Chartism and t h e  French r epub l i cans .  An o l d e r  
kind o f  r a d i c a l  democracy cont inued  t o  r e s o n a t e  th rough t h e  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  
p o p u l a r i t y  o f  La jos  Kossuth and Giuseppe Mazzini ,  and remained c u r r e n t  i n  
Southern and Eas t e rn  Europe well i n t o  t h e  1880s and beyond. The subter ranean  
i n f l u e n c e  o f  Rousseau, w i th  its c e l e b r a t i o n  o f  d i r e c t  p a r t i c i p a t o r y  democracy 
and l o c a l  self-government ,  should  a l s o  be no t ed ,  a l though i ts  conc re t e  l i n e s  
may be t r a c e d  less e a s i l y  th rough t h e  popular  r a d i c a l i s m  o f  t h e  West than  
i n  t h e  democra t ic  p r o j e c t s  o f  mid-century Southern and Eas t e rn  European n a t i o n a l i s t  
i n t e l l i g e n t s i a s ,  where t h e  image of t h e  c i t i zen-democra t  became s u b t l y  d i s p l a c e d  
onto  t h e  c o l l e c t i v e  i d e a  o f  t h e  oppressed p a t r i o t  people ,  s t r u g g l i n g  f o r  
n a t i o n a l  l i b e r a t i o n .  
Thus, having d i s t i n g u i s h e d  t h e  main p a t t e r n  be fo re  1914 a s  being one 
o f  c e n t r a l l y  organized  pa r l i amen ta r i an  s o c i a l  democracy, it is a l s o  p o s s i b l e  
t o  w r i t e  t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n  i n  terms o f  t h e s e  o the r - - t ha t  
i s ,  a l t e r n a t i v e  o r  supp re s sed - - t r ad i t i ons .  The dominant s o c i a l  democrat ic  
model was s t r o n g e r  i n  t h e  Center  and North-West of t h e  c o n t i n e n t  (a l lowing 
us  t o  speak reasonably  o f  a German-speaking and Scandinavian s o c i a l  democrat ic  
" c o r e n ) ,  weaker f o r  vary ing  r e a s o n s  i n  t h e  South and E a s t ,  wi th  French-speaking 
Europe somewhere i n  between. The o t h e r  s i d e  of t h e  s t o r y  can be supp l i ed  
only p a r t i a l l y  by r e l a t i n g  t h e  major a l t e r n a t i v e  t rad i t ions- -popul i sm o f  v e r i o u s  
k inds  i n  T s a r i s t  Russia ,  anarcho-syndical ism i n  t h e  Mediterranean South. 
D i f f e r ences  o f  c o n t e x t  played a key p a r t ,  from r e p r e s s i v e  i l l e g a l i t y  under 
Tsarism t o  t h e  narrowly o l i g a r c h i c  l i b e r a l  p o l i t i e s  o f  I t a l y  and Spain.  The 
s i z e  and backwardness of  t h e  a g r i c u l t u r a l  s e c t o r  i n  t h o s e  t h r e e  c o u n t r i e s ,  
wi th  g l a r i n g  i n e q u a l i t i e s  i n  t h e  r u r a l  s o c i a l  s t r u c t u r e  and t h e  e x i s t e n c e  
of  a land-hungry peasant ry  and an unusual ly  badly-explo i ted  a g r i c u l t u r a l  working 
c l a s s ,  a l s o  determined a  d i f f e r e n t  p a t t e r n  of l e f t -w ing  p o l i t i c s  from t h e  
i n d u s t r i a l  North-West. Yet t h e  sou rces  of an a l t e r n a t i v e  v i s i o n  t o  t h e  
c e n t r a l i z i n g  p o l i t i c a l  s o c i a l i s m  t h a t  dominated t h e  Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l  should 
n o t  be d i s p l a c e d  t o  t h e  geographica l  margins ,  t o  Europe 's  economically backward 
per iphery .  If t h e  l a s t  t h r e e  decades o f  s o c i a l  h i s t o r y  have t a u g h t  us  anyth ing  
i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  it is  t h e  n igh-universa l  o r i g i n s  o f  s o c i a l i s t  a c t i v i t y  among 
workers o f  a  p a r t i c u l a r  type:.  s k i l l e d  workmen i n  s m a l l  t o  medium-sized workshops, 
w i th  a  s t r o n g  s e n s e  o f  i d e n t i t y  i n  t h e i r  c r a f t  o r  t r a d e ,  and a f i n e l y  developed 
p r i d e  i n  its c u l t u r e ,  who became r a d i c a l i z e d  through defending t h e i r  s k i l l  
and a f f i r m i n g  t h e i r  d i g n i t y  a g a i n s t  p r o l e t a r i a n i z a t i o n .  I n  t h i s  s e n s e ,  we 
can speak o f  c e r t a i n  p a t t e r n s  o f  p r a c t i c a l  s o c i a l i s m  among such workers ,  
who may c e r t a i n l y  have been f a m i l i a r  wi th  fo rma l  s o c i a l i s t  i d e a s  a t  varying 
l e v e l s  o f  s o p h i s t i c a t i o n ,  bu t  who formed t h e i r  b a s i c  commitments from a  d e f i n i t e  
set o f  expe r i ences  i n  oroduct ion .  While t h i s m o p p o s i t i o n a l  c u l t u r e  wzs c l e a r l y  
h o s p i t a b l e  t o  thk- .var ious  i n t e l l e c t u a l  p r o j e c t s . . o f . u t o p i a n  s o c i a l i s t  and o t h e r s ,  
it d i d  n o t  owe i t s  e x i s t e n c e  t o  them. I n  f a c t ,  t o '  see t h e  o r i g i n s  of  s o c i a l i s m  
a s  an i n t e l l e c t u a l  problem--as i d e a s  seek ing  a  cons t i t uency - - i s  t o  put  t h e  
c a r t  be fo re  t h e  horse .  Early s o c i a l i s t  a c t i v i t y - - a s  a  body o f  thought  focused 
on t h e  changing economy and i ts  s o c i a l  r e l a t i o n s ,  and a s  a  p r a c t i c a l  d i s c o u r s e  
o f  popular  r a d i c a l i s m - - c r y s t a l l i z e d  from t h e  m a t e r i a l  c i rcumstances  and a s p i r a t i o n s  
o f  s k i l l e d  workers themselves .  
A s  an a l t e r n a t i v e  set o f  impulses t o  t h e  ones t h a t  cohered i n t o  t h e  c e n t r a l i s t  
s o c i a l  democra t ic  model--that i s ,  a s  a  v i s i o n  o f  s o c i a l i s m  s t r e s s i n g  va r ious  
k inds  o f  l o c a l l y  grounded mutualism and coope ra t i on ,  and "an economy run  
n o t  by a  c o l l e c t i v i s t  s t a t e  bu t  by autonomous u n i t s  o f  p roducersn  [9 ] - - t h i s  
popular  o p p o s i t i o n a l  c u l t u r e  achieved its g r e a t e s t  h i s t o r i c a l  staying-power 
i n  Spanish anarcho-syndical ism,  i n  a  pe r iod  ex tending  from t h e  1860s t o  t h e  
Spanish C i v i l  War. Mutua l i s t  i d e a l s  a l s o  showed g r e a t  r e s i l i e n c e  i n  c o u n t r i e s  
wi th  s t r o n g  movements o f  producer coopera t ion  up t o  1914,  such a s  t h e  Low 
Coun t r i e s  and Swi tzer land .  [ lo]  They a l s o  provided v i t a l  r a l l y i n g - p o i n t s  
f o r . t h e  l o c a l  c l u s t e r s  o f  working-class a s s o c i a t i o n a l  a c t i v i t y  i n  t h e  1860s 
and 1870s t h a t  formed t h e  b a s i c  bu i ld ing-b locks  of the  e a r l i e s t  phase of  s o c i a l i s t  
pa r ty -bu i ld ing  i n  Germany and t h e  Habsburg Empire. Moreover, a s  s o c i a l i s t  
i d e a s  sank r o o t s  f u r t h e r  t o  t h e  East  i n  the l a s t  t h i r d  o f  t h e  19 th  c e n t u r y ,  
n o t i o n s  of  consumer coopera t ion  i n v a r i a b l y  gave people  t h e i r  f i r s t  encounter  
w i t h  t h i s  new t r a d i t i o n .  [ i l l  But t h e  most s t r i k i n g  c a s e  appears  no t  on t h e  
I b e r i a n  o r  S l a v i c  p e r i p h e r i e s ,  but  i n  t h e  me t ropo l i t an  c e n t e r  o f  19th-century 
European p o l i t i c a l  c u l t u r e ,  namely, France. Bernard Moss a rgues  t h a t  f o r  
t h e  whole pre-1914 per iod  t h e  French l a b o r  movement remained b a s i c a l l y  wedded 
t o  an i d e a l  o f  " f e d e r a l i s t  t r a d e  s o c i a l i s m n ,  i n  which c o l l e c t i v e  ownership 
i n  t h e  means o f  p roduct ion  was t o  be organized  through a  democrat ic  f e d e r a t i o n  
o f  s e l f -gove rn ing  s k i l l e d  t r a d e s  and communes. William Sewell  goes f u r t h e r  
t o  a rgue  t h a t  " the  s o c i a l i s m  o f  s k i l l e d  workersn was i n s c r i b e d  i n  a  l a r g e r  
"idiom o f  a s s o c i a t i o n " ,  through which o l d e r  meanings o f  mutual a i d  were app rop r i a t ed  
and reshaped du r ing  t h e  r a d i c a l i z i n g  moments o f  1830-34 and 1848-51. S i m i l a r l y ,  
we know from Agulhon t h a t  t h e  idiom o f  a s s o c i a t i o n  a l s o  a r t i c u l a t e d  s o c i a l  
c i rcumstances  beyond t h e  economic processes  o f  proletarianization--viz. d i s t i n c t  
p a t t e r n s  o f  popu la r  s o c i a b i l i t y ,  through which workers fash ioned  t h e i r  own 
p u b l i c  sphe re  f o r  s o c i a l ,  c u l t u r a l ,  and p o l i t i c a l  exchange, grounded n o t  
j u s t  i n  t h e  fo rma l  f a b r i c  o f  t h e  t r a d e  and mutual a i d  a s s o c i a t i o n s ,  bu t  i n  
t h e  c u l t u r a l  world o f  t h e  c h o r a l  s o c i e t i e s  and s o c i a l  c l u b s ,  and i n  t h e  everyday 
l i f e  o f  t h e  workshops, lodging houses,  t a v e r n s ,  and c a f 6 s .  [ I21 
What t h e s e  r e g i o n a l l y  s p e c i f i c  a l t e r n a t i v e s  had i n  common was a s t r o n g e r  
emphasis on t h e  l o c a l  sove re ign ty  o f  popular  democra t ic  a c t i o n ,  whether based 
on t h e  communal o r g a n i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  Russian peasan t  v i l l a g e ,  on t h e  l o c a l  
synd ica t ion  o f  t rade-union  and c u l t u r a l  a c t i v i t y  th rough t h e  workers '  c e n t r o  
and bourse du t r a v a i l ,  o r  on one ve r s ion  o r  ano the r  o f  t h e  more g e n e r a l  
coope ra t i ve  i d e a l s  mentioned above. I n  t h i s  s e n s e ,  t h e r e  was a l a r g e r  h e r i t a g e  
o f  popular  r a d i c a l i s m  t h a t  was on ly  p a r t i a l l y  cap tu red  by t h e  formal  t r a d i t i o n s  
o f  t h e  Le f t .  One form o f  t h i s  was t h e  p r a c t i c a l  o r  "home-grown" s o c i a l i s m  
s o  a t t r a c t i v e  t o  a r t i s a n s  and s k i l l e d  workers under  p r e s s u r e  o f  p r o l e t a r i a n i z a t i o n ,  
and o f  which t h e  t h e o r i e s  o f  Proudhon, Cabet ,  and the '  rest should  be s een  
a s  on ly  a p a r t i c u l a r l y  e l a b o r a t e  formula t ion .  Beyond t h i s ,  we should a l s o  
no t e  t h e  s a l i e n c e  of c e r t a i n  popular  democrat ic  e x p e r i e n c e s  o f  t h e  mid-19th 
cen tu ry ,  t h a t  r e g i s t e r e d  q u i t e  unusual  degrees  o f  p o l i t i c i z a t i o n  a c r o s s  a 
wide spectrum o f  s o c i a l  and c u l t u r a l  i s s u e s ,  and c a r r i e d  t h e  Left's momentum 
beyond t h e  normal boundaries  of p o l i t i c a l  and economic a g i t a t i o n .  I n  l o c a l  
s e t t i n g s  o r d i n a r y  m i l i t a n t s  con te s t ed  with t h e  dominant c u l t u r e  on m a t t e r s  
o f  s choo l ing ,  r e c r e a t i o n ,  r e l i g i o n ,  and much else b e s i d e s  (though s t o p p i n g  
s h o r t  a t  t h e  fami ly  and t h e  e s t a b l i s h e d  p a t t e r n s  o f  sex-gender  r e l a t i o n s ) .  
B r i t i s h  Chart ism was t h e  most impress ive  fund o f  expe r i ence  i n  t h i s  r e g a r d ,  
c l o s e l y  fol lowed by t h e  popular  r ad i ca l i sm o f  1848-51 i n  France,  where t h e  
p o l i t i c a l  c l u b s  and workers '  c o r p o r a t i o n s  achieved an  impres s ive  peak of 
a s s o c i a t i o n a l  a c t i v i s m  i n  P a r i s  and o t h e r  towns, and t h e  "democ-socs" o r  
d e m o c r a t i c - s o c i a l i s t s  managed a remarkable p e n e t r a t i o n  o f  t h e  v i l l a g e s .  Smal le r  
s c a l e  e q u i v a l e n t s  of t h e s e  expe r i ences  could be found e l sewhere  t o o  between 
t h e  1840s and 1860s. [13] 
Thus t h e  model o f  s o c i a l i s t  p o l i t i c s  c o n s o l i d a t e d  i n  t h e  p a r t i e s  o f  t h e  
Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l  d i d  n o t  exhaus t  t h e  range  o f  s o c i a l i s t  p r a c t i c e  and b e l i e f  
a v a i l a b l e  i n  t h e  1 9 t h  cen tu ry .  P a s t  d i s cus s ion  h a s  been t h i c k l y  enc rus t ed  
w i t h  t e l e o l o g i c a l  and normative assumptions,  which see t h e  dichotomous c o n t e s t  
o f  s o c i a l i s t  pa r l i amen ta r i an i sm and proto-Bolshevik r e v o l u t i o n a r y  purism a s  
t h e  l o g i c a l  form o f  t h e  s e a r c h  f o r  an e f f e c t i v e  l e f t -w ing  s t r a t e g y .  Other  
o p t i o n s  ( l i k e  populism o r  anarcho-syndicalism) can t h e n  be d i smissed  a s  symptoms 
o f  backwardness and/or  n a t i o n a l  p e c u l i a r i t y .  Out o f  phase wi th  t h e  main l o g i c  
of  p o l i t i c a l  development,  t hey  would soon d i s a p p e a r ,  condemned by t h e i r  
own c o n t r a d i c t i o n s  t o  m a r g i n a l i t y .  Likewise,  t h e  v a r i o u s  p recu r so r s - -u top i ans ,  
communitarians,  m u t u a l i s t s ,  cooperators--may be s a f e l y  d i s r ega rded  a s  confused 
but  i n t e r e s t i n g  e c c e n t r i c s ,  t r a n s i t o r y  symptoms o f  an immaturi ty  a l r eady  
being overcome ( a s  i n  t h e  "social ism--utopian and s c i e n t i f i c "  framework bequeathed 
by Engels ) .  I n  most accoun t s  t hey  form an e x o t i c  preamble t o  t h e  main s t o r y ,  
be fo re  t h e  s e r i o u s  work o f  b u i l d i n g  t h e  p a r t y  g e t s  under  way. Th i s  hegemony 
of  t h e  c l a s s i c  s o c i a l  democra t ic  model i n  most p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  t h e  pre-1914 
Left was 'hardened by t h e  s p l i t s  a f t e r  1917, because most s o c i a l  democrats 
and Communists proceeded t o  d i g  themselves  i n  behind v a r i a n t s  o f  c e n t r a l i s m ,  
t h e  one focused  on pa r l i amen t ,  t h e  o t h e r  on t h e  ex t r a -pa r l i amen ta ry  a p p a r a t u s  
o f  t h e  p a r t y ,  which renewed t h e i r  i n d i f f e r e n c e  t o  l o c a l  p a r t i c i p a t o r y  forms.  
After t h e  first f l u s h  o f  enthusiasm f o r  t h e  s o v i e t s  and workers '  c o u n c i l s  
i n  1917-20, f o r  i n s t a n c e ,  t h e  1920s saw a cont inuous  displacement  o f  p r i o r i t y  
i n  Communist t h i n k i n g  away from t h e s e  pub l i c  a r e n a s  o f  popular  decision-making 
toward t h e  p r i v a t e  a r ena  o f  t h e  p a r t y .  Workers' c o u n c i l s  became i n c r e a s i n g l y  
demoted i n t o  secondary media f o r  mob i l i za t i ons  i n i t i a t e d  e l sewhere .  S o c i a l  
democrats,  o f  cou r se ,  had always t r e a t e d  them wi th  s u s p i c i o n .  
How, t h e n ,  a r e  we t o  concep tua l i ze  t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  t r a d i t i o n  of l o c a l l y  
based p a r t i c i p a t o r y  f o r m s , .  given t h i s  long-term hegemony o f  t h e  c e n t r a l i s t  
mode? A t  one l e v e l ,  t h e r e ' l l  aalways be a  t e n s i o n  i n  a c t i v i s t  movements 
between t h e  a s s e r t i o n  o f  sovere ign ty  by t h e  rank and f i l e  and t h e  l e a d e r s h i p ' s  
d e s i r e  f o r  c a r e f u l  o r  " r e spons ib l en  d i r e c t i o n .  I n  p a r t i c u l a r  s i t u a t i o n s  o f  
i n t e n s e  mob i l i za t i on ,  ranging  from s t r i k e s  and community s t r u g g l e s  t o  g e n e r a l  
r e v o l u t i o n a r y  c r i s e s  such a s  t h e  one between 1917 and 1921, we would u sua l ly  
e x p e c t  t o  see t h e  popular  c r e a t i v i t y  breaking  through,  outgrowing t h e  
i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  framework o f  e s t a b l i s h e d  p o l i t i c s ,  and ou tpac ing  t h e  
d i r e c t i v e  capac i ty  o f  l e a d e r s .  Depending on t h e  s t r e n g t h  o f  t h e  popular  
c h a l l e n g e ,  t h e  imagina t ion  o f  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p ,  and t h e  r e s i l i e n c e  o f  t h e  
e x i s t i n g  s o c i o - p o l i t i c a l  o r d e r ,  'some new i n s t i t u t i o n a l  framework w i l l  e v e n t u a l l y  
be  n e g o t i a t e d .  The r ange  o f  outcomes can  be very grea t - - for  example,  i nc remen ta l  
advances  o f  popular  sove re ign ty ,  r e a c t i o n a r y  blockages o f  t h e  l a t t e r ,  and 
very  occas iona l ly  a  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  opening toward more fundamental change. 
I n  o t h e r  words, t h e  t e n s i o n  between p a r t i c i p a t o r y  and c e n t r a l i s t  modes is  
p a r t l y  i n h e r e n t  and s t r u c t u r a l ,  b u i l t  i n t o  t h e  very process  o f  popular  mobil iz-  
a t i o n .  Even dur ing  t h e  long  hegemony o f  c e n t r a l i s t  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  forms, 
forms  o f  l o c a l  self-management remained an impor tan t  dimension o f  le f t -wing  
p o l i t i c s .  Though l a t e n t  f o r  long p e r i o d s ,  any r a i s i n g  of  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  
t empera tu re  was l i k e l y  t o  r e a c t i v a t e  such  a s p i r a t i o n s .  The most impress ive  
movements combine both impulses ,  l end ing  t h e  s t a b i l i t y  of  c e n t r a l l y  d i r e c t e d  
permanent o rgan iza t ion  t o  t h e  maximum scope  f o r  rank-and-f i le  resurgence .  [14] 
With t h i s  i n  mind, and a l lowing  f o r  r e g i o n a l  unevenness i n  Europe a s  a  
whole,  I would sugges t  t h e  fo l lowing  p e r i o d i z a t i o n :  
(I) F i r s t ,  an i n i t i a l  per iod  o f  f l u x  and indeterminacy,  mainly 
c h a r a c t e r i z e d  by l o c a l l y  based a s s o c i a t i o n a l  i n i t i a t i v e s  f o r  
va r ious  k inds  o f  se l f -govern ing  coope ra t i ve  l i v i n g  and working 
arrangements a s  t h e  c e l l u l a r  b a s e s  f o r  a  new type  o f  f e d e r a t e d  
democratic s t a t e .  Such a c t i v i t y  coa lesced  only o c c a s i o n a l l y  i n t o  
a  n a t i o n a l  movement (e .g .  Char t i sm,  o r  democrat ic-social ism 
V e t w e e n  1849 and 1851 i n  F rance ) ,  and produced l i t t l e  i n  t h e  
way o r  d u r a b 1 e : p o l i t i c a l  s t r u c t u r e s .  
Secondly, from t h e  1860s t h i s  amorphous a c t i v i t y  became s t e a d i l y  
supplanted by t h e  new i d e a  o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  p a r t y ,  u s u a l l y  o r i e n t e d  
toward a  par l iamentary  a r e n a ,  accompanied by a  cor responding  form 
of  t r a d e  unionism, and s t r e s s i n g  t h e  va lue  of  a  c e n t r a l l y  organized 
permanent presence  a t  t h e  h e a r t  o f  t h e  n a t i o n a l  p o l i t y .  As no ted ,  
a  vers ion  of  t h e  e a r l i e r  a s s o c i a t i o n a l  soc i a l i sm  p e r s i s t e d  i n  
Southern Europe a s  anarcho-syndical ism,  while  t h e  p o l i t i c a l l y  
backward s o c i e t i e s  t o  t h e  Eas t  fol lowed a  p a t t e r n  o f  t h e i r  own. 
But by 1900 even t h e s e  o t h e r  movements were s t r i v i n g  f o r  s t r o n g e r  
forms of  n a t i o n a l  f e d e r a t i o n .  
Next, t h e  con junc tu re  o f  war and r e v o l u t i o n  i n  1914-23 amounted t o  
a  massive i n t e r r u p t i o n  o f  t h i s  c o n t i n u i t y ,  which f r a c t u r e d  t h e  
e x i s t i n g  pa r ty  s t r u c t u r e s  and produced a  huge explos ion  o f  l o c a l l y  
based d i r ec t -democra t i c  m o b i l i z a t i o n .  However, t h i s  resurgence  of  
g r a s s - roo t s  p a r t i c i p a t o r y  forms,  t h i s  time a r t i c u l a t e d  around t h e  
s o v i e t s  and workers '  c o u n c i l s ,  ' p roved  t r a n s i t o r y ,  and by 1923 t h e  
p o l i t i c a l  s t a b i l i z a t i o n s  were b r i n g i n g  a  r e s t o r a t i o n  o f  c e n t r a l i s t  
norms, whether i n  t h e  Sov ie t  Union o r  e lsewhere.  I n  t h i s  p a r t i c u l a r  
r e s p e c t  (though n o t ,  obv ious ly ,  i n  g e n e r a l ) ,  t h e  g r e a t  watershed 
o f  1917 made no l a s t i n g  d i f f e r e n c e .  
(4)  Consequently,  t h e  c e n t r a l i s t  model b a s i c a l l y  p e r s i s t e d  u n t i l  t h e  
mid-1950s, and t h e  i n t e r v e n i n g  moment o f  g e n e r a l  European r a d i c -  
a l i z a t i o n ,  t h e  a n t i - f a s c i s t  high p o i n t  o f  t h e  mid-1940s, had 
brought no e q u i v a l e n t . r e s u r g e n c e  o f  d i r e c t  democracy. I n  f a c t ,  
t h e  p o s t - l i b e r a t i o n  c i rcumstances  had brought a  remarkably speedy 
d i s p o s s e s s i o n  o f  such  l o c a l  i n i t i a t i v e s  a s  promised t o  m a t e r i a l i z e  
i n t o  a  p o t e n t i a l  o f  t h a t  kind.  There had been many s m a l l e r  c a s e s  
of such d i r ec t -democra t i c  r e su rgence  i n  par t icu1 ,a r  c o u n t r i e s  a f t e r  
1923 (e.g.  B r i t a i n  i n  1926, France i n  1936, Spa in  du r ing  1931-37, 
I t a l y  i n  1943-45, end s o  on) .  But a s  a  g e n e r a l  a l t e r n a t i v e  t o  t h e  
n a t i o n a l - c e n t r a l i s t  mode, d i r e c t  democracy was kept  o f f  t h e  agenda. 
The c h a l l e n g e  r a i s e d  by t h e  expe r i ence  o f  t h e  workers '  c o u n c i l s  i n  
1917-23 was l e f t  hanging by t h e  g e n e r a l  coun te r - r evo lu t iona ry  outcome, 
a s  o t h e r  more d e f e n s i v e  p r i o r i t i e s  moved i n  t o  occupy t h e  Left's 
a t t e n t i o n .  
It i s  only  r e a l l y  s i n c e  1956,  a s  first Communist and t h e n  t h e  ht&r-cjay 
s o c i a l  democra t ic  t r a d i t i o n s  e n t e r e d  a  per iod o f  long-term decay,  
t h a t  t h i s  c h a l l e n g e  has  been p rope r ly  resumed. A series o f  d rama t i c  
p o l i t i c a l  moments--precisely t h e  t y p e  o f  breakthrough mentioned above,  
when popu la r  c r e a t i v i t y  b reaks  t h e  mould o f  e x i s t i n g  po l i t i c s - -he lped  
reawaken i n t e r e s t  i n  a l t e r n a t i v e  p o l i t i c a l  forms. The Hungarian 
Revolut ion o f  1956, t h e  Czechoslovak reform Communism o f  1968, t h e  
French e v e n t s  o f  1968, and t h o s e  i n  I t a l y  i n  1969 provided t h e  p r i n c i p a l  
occas ions  o f  r enewa l ,  ga lvan iz ing  a  long-term r e o r i e n t a t i o n .  The 
Campaign f o r  Nuclear  Disarmament and t h e  first New Left i n  B r i t a i n  
(1956-64), t h e  s t u d e n t  movements i n  Europe a s  a  whole (c.1967-c.1970),  
feminism i n  Western Europe (c.1970 t o  t h e  p r e s e n t ) ,  t h e  v a r i o u s  
movements f o r  workers '  c o n t r o l  and i n d u s t r i a l  democracy s i n c e  t h e  
la te -1960s ,  t h e  v a r i o u s  forms o f  community p o l i t i c s  s i n c e  t h e  same 
t i m e ,  t h e  broader-based s e x u a l  p o l i t i c s  s i n c e  t h e  mid-1970s, and 
t h e  peace movements o f  t h e  1980s--these have been t h e  v e h i c l e s  o f  
renewal .  The German Greens and S o l i d a r i t y  i n  Poland have been t h e  
major c a s e s  o f  n a t i o n a l  movements i nco rpo ra t i ng  t h e  new p e r s p e c t i v e s .  
I n  f a c t ,  t h e  contemporary L e f t  p roblemat ic  o f  democracy has  involved  
a  f u l l - s c a l e  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  w i t h  t h e  cont inuous c e n t r a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n ,  
s o  t h a t  c e r t a i n  themes o f  e a r l i e r  pe r iods  (1917-23, be fo re  t h e  1860s)  
have been r ecogn izab ly  r eapp rop r i a t ed - -d i r ec t  democracy, i n d u s t r i a l  
self-management,  community p o l i t i c s ,  and l o c a l  forms o f  democracy, 
t o g e t h e r  w i t h  new ones  l ike  t h e  p o l i t i c s  of s e x u a l i t y  and s u b j e c t i v i t y .  
It i s  no a c c i d e n t  t h a t  t h e s e  shifts  have been accompanied by a  consc ious  
r e v i v a l  o f  h i s t o r i c a l  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  utopian s o c i a l i s t s  and o t h e r  
e a r l i e r  movements. [ IS]  
Soc i a l i sm  and Democracy 
The most powerful  i d e o l o g i c a l  motif  i n  t h e  Eas te rn  European r e v o l u t i o n s  
o f  1989 has  been t h e  c l a i m  t h a t  l i b e r a l i s m  and democracy a r e  an i n s e p a r a b l e  
po l i t i co-economic  un i ty- -not  j u s t  t h a t  t h e  breakthrough t o  democracy is  s imu l t an -  
eous ly  t h e  f r e e i n g  o f  t h e  market and t h e  r e c o g n i t i o n  o f  t h e  p r i n c i p l e  of p r i v a t e  
p r o p e r t y ,  bu t  t h a t  t h e  two a r e  f u n c t i o n a l l y  and symbio t i ca l l y  connected,  
and were h i s t o r i c a l l y  mutua l ly  c o n s t i t u t e d  a s  such.  From t h e  e a r l i e s t  moments 
o f  p e r e s t r o i k a  and t h e  bui ld-up o f  P o l i s h ,  Hungarian, and Czechoslovakian 
oppos i t i on  i n  t h e  1980s. it is t r u e ,  economic reform ( i . e .  l i b e r a l i z i n g  
d e c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  economy and t h e  wager on market f o r c e s )  has  been t i e d  
t o  democra t iza t ion ,  i f  on ly  a s  a  kind o f  g randiose  "moral i ncen t ive" .  But 
t h e  grander  t h e o r e t i c a l  and h i s t o r i c a l  c la ims-- the equa t ion  o f  democracy and 
t h e  market i n  some maximal l i b e r a l  sense--are  ano the r  m a t t e r .  I n  f a c t ,  f o r  
most o f  t h e  1 9 t h  cen tu ry  l i b e r a l i s m  and democracy were a n t i t h e t i c a l  f o r c e s ,  
and t h e  hey-day o f  f r e e - t r a d i n g  l i b e r a l  economics i n  Europe ( t h e  1850s and 
1860s)  was a lso a  time of democrat ic  d e f e a t ,  from 1848-49 and t h e  ebbing 
of Chartism t o  t h e  r e p r e s s i o n  o f  t h e  1850s on c o n t i n e n t a l  Europe and t h e  bloody 
suppress ion  o f  t h e  P a r i s  Commune. I n  t h e  l a s t  t h i r d  o f  t h e  1 9 t h  cen tu ry ,  
such  popular  c o a l i t i o n s  a s  l i b e r a l s  c r e a t e d  provided mainly a  con tex t  f o r  
e a r l y  s o c i a l  democra t ic  s e c e s s i o n s  o u t  o f  t h e  l i b e r a l  community, a s  r a d i c a l  
workingmen became aware o f  j u s t  how r e s i s t a n t  most l i b e r a l s  were t o  forms 
o f  genuine democra t ic  p a r t i c i p a t i o n ,  c e r t a i n l y  on t h e  c o n t i n e n t  where such 
s e p a r a t i o n s  occur red  e a r l i e r  t han  t h e y  d i d  i n  B r i t a i n .  Support  o f  l i b e r a l  
r a d i c a l s  f o r  t h e  democra t ic  f r a n c h i s e  cont inued t o  be hedged by key q u a l i f i c a t i o n s ,  
and it was r a r e  t o  f i n d  c o n s i s t e n t  advocacy of  democrat ic  p r i n c i p l e s  unblemished 
by d l i t i s t  misg iv ings  o r  t a c t i c a l  c a l c u l a t i o n s  (such a s  t h e  d e s i r e  t o  avoid 
a l i e n a t i n g  t h e  c o n s e r v a t i v e  elements  o f  o n e ' s  own p a r t y ) .  On t h e  whole, 
t h e  g r e a t  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  b a t t l e s  o f  t h e  1860s,  which f r e q u e n t l y  hinged on 
q u e s t i o n s  o f  popu la r  enf ranchisement ,  drove a  wedge between s o c i a l i s t s  and 
l i b e r a l s  t h a t  l a s t e d  till t h e  F i r s t  World War, and whose importance was on ly  
d i s g u i s e d  by t h e  s m a l l  s ize  o f  s o c i a l i s t  movements u n t i l  c l o s e r  t o  1914. 
By any s t r i c t  d e f i n i t i o n  o f  democracy--e.g. popular  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  on t h e  
b a s i s  o f  f r e e ,  u n i v e r s a l ,  s e c r e t ,  a d u l t ,  and equa l  s u f f r a g e ,  backed by 
l e g a l  freedoms o f  speech ,  assembly, a s s o c i a t i o n ,  and press - - the  coupl ing 
o f  " l i be ra l i sm"  and "democracy" makes no sense  f o r  most of t h e  19 th  cen tu ry ,  
because l i b e r a l s  showed themselves  c o n s i s t e n t l y  wedded t o  h igh ly  r e s t r i c t e d  
and exc lus ionary  systems o f  p o l i t i c a l  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n .  When democrat ic  reforms 
were in t roduced ,  t hey  came through broad popular  m o b i l i z a t i o n s  o u t s i d e  t h e  
framework of normal l i b e r a l  p o l i t i c s ,  even though t h e  more f l e x i b l e  l i b e r a l  
l e a d e r s h i p s  may sometimes have t aken  them up. 
Indeed, it was t h e  agency o f  t h e  n a t i o n a l l y  organized  l a b o r  movements 
o f  t h e  l a t e r - 1 9 t h  cen tu ry  t h a t  p roper ly  in t roduced  what we now recognize a s  
" l i b e r a l  democracy" ( a  combination o f  par l iamentary  government, wel fa re  s t a t i s m ,  
and n a t i o n a l  economic management) i n t o  European p o l i t i c a l  d i s c o u r s e ;  and 
i f  t h e r e  is a h i s t o r i c a l  l i n e a g e  t o  t h e  democra t iza t ions  c u r r e n t l y  under way 
i n  Eas te rn  Europe, t h e n  t h i s  can be j u s t  a s  a p p r o p r i a t e l y  l o c a t e d  i n  t h e  
democrat ic  agendas o f  t h e  pre-1914 s o c i a l i s t  p a r t i e s  a s  i n  t h e  c l a s s i c a l  h e r i t a g e  
o f  1 9 t h  cen tury  l i b e r a l i s m .  But what o f  t h e  o t h e r  f e a t u r e s  o f  t h a t  o l d e r  
s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n ,  such a s  t h e  c e n t r a l i z e d  s t a t e ,  t h e  planned economy, 
o r  t h e  primacy o f  an economis t ic  no t ion  o f  c l a s s ,  which a r e  a l s o  t h e  f e a t u r e s  
o f  t h e  post-1947/48 Eas t e rn  European regimes a g a i n s t  which t h e  democrat ic  
movements a r e  i n  f u l l - s c a l e  r e v o l t ?  Again, I want t o  a rgue  t h a t  t h e  record  
and s t r u c t u r e  o f  t h e  o v e r a l l  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n  a r e  much more complicated 
t h a n  t h e  s imple equa t ion  o f  t h e  l a t t e r  wi th  s t a t i s t  s o c i a l i s m  - t o u t '  c o u r t  would -
sugges t .  We can see t h i s ,  perhaps,  i f  we look a t  t h e  form o f  p o l i t i c s  wi th  
which t h e  S t a l i n i s t  forms of.Communism a r e  most e a s i l y  a s s o c i a t e d ,  namely, 
a  "vanguard is t "  concept ion  o f  t h e i r  r e l a t i o n s h i p  t o  t h e  working c l a s s  and 
t h e  corresponding c e n t r a l i s m  o f  such p a r t i e s '  i n t e r n a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n .  I ' l l  
do t h i s  by beginning aga in  i n  t h e  1 9 t h  cen tu ry ,  t h i s  time wi th  t h e  c o n s p i r a t o r i a l  
t r a d i t i o n  o f  i n s u r r e c t i o n a r y  p o l i t i c s  u sua l ly  a s s o c i a t e d  wi th  t h e  i n d e f a t i g a b l e  
revolu t ion ism of Auguste Blanqui.  
Abs t r ac t i ng  from t h e  most d ramat ic  f e a t u r e  o f  t h e  French Revolut ion i n  
i ts  most r a d i c a l  phase--the dynamic bu t  u n s t a b l e  r e l a t i o n s h i p  between t h e  
Jacobin  d i c t a t o r s h i p  and t h e  mass a c t s  o f  popular  insurrect ion--Blanquism 
s t r e s s e d  t h e  n e c e s s i t y  o f  a secret r evo lu t iona ry  brotherhood,  t h e  c h a r a c t e r  
o f  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  a s  an exemplary a c t  t r i g g e r i n g  a  g e n e r a l  u p r i s i n g  o f  t h e  
people ,  and t h e  need f o r  a  c e n t r a l i z e d  form o f  popular  d i c t a t o r s h i p .  It 
o r i g i n a t e d  w i t h  Gracchus Babeuf and t h e  .Conspiracy o f  t h e  Equalsn i n  1796, 
and was t r a n s m i t t e d  t h rough  t h e  c a r e e r  o f  Babeuf 's  s u r v i v i n g  comrade, F i l i p o  
Buonar ro t i .  It worked b e s t  d u r i n g  t h e  most overbear ing  phase o f  t h e  post-1815 
r e a c t i o n a r y  r e s t o r a t i o n  i n  Europe, which produced a  c l i m a t e  o f  censorsh ip  
and r e p r e s s i o n  e s p e c i a l l y  conducive t o  c o n s p i r a t o r i a l  s t y l e s  on t h e  Left. 
Blanqui  l e a r n e d  t h e  " a r t  o f  i n s u r r e c t i o n n  from Buonar ro t i  i n  t h i s  pe r iod ,  
and came t o  pe r son i fy  an i d e a l  of selfless r e v o l u t i o n a r y  heroism ( o r  e g o c e n t r i c ,  
subve r s ive  f a n a t i c i s m ,  depending on one ' s  p o i n t  o f  view) t h a t  formed t h e  
commonest popu la r  image o f  t h e  r evo lu t iona ry  i n  t h e  19 th  cen tu ry .  His p o l i t i c s  
were a  form o f  o p t i m i s t i c  adventurism--the masses were always a v a i l a b l e  f o r  
r e v o l u t i o n ,  i f  only  t h e  r i g h t  moment could be seized--which seemed v ind ica t ed  
i n  t h e  g r e a t  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  crises o f  1830 and 1848, which exploded s o  
unexpectedly and owed s o  l i t t l e  t o  formal  o r g a n i z a t i o n a l  p r e p a r a t i o n  by t h e  
L e f t .  The l a s t  a c t  o f  t h e  B lanqu i s t  drama was t h e  1871 P a r i s  Commune i n  t h i s  
r e s p e c t ,  a l t hough  t h e  f i a s c o  of t h e  1839 u p r i s i n g  was i ts  most f i t t i n g  s cene .  
The p o i n t  about  Blanquism was its profoundly undemocratic c h a r a c t e r .  
The c o n s p i r a t o r i a l  i d e a l  o f  a  s m a l l  s e c r e t i v e  d l i t e  on beha l f  o f  a  popular  
mass whose consen t  was t o  be  organized  e s s e n t i a l l y  a f t e r  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  by 
a  program o f  s y s t e m a t i c  r e - educa t ion ,  bu t  whom i n  t h e  meantime could no t  
be t r u s t e d ,  is powerful  ev idence  t o  t h i s  e f f e c t .  Logica l ly  enough, Blanqui 
was opposed t o  u n i v e r s a l  s u f f r a g e  u n t i l  a f t e r  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n ,  and showed 
. l i t t l e  i n t e r e s t  i n  t h e  popu la r  democrat ic  p o l i t i c s  t h a t  a c t u a l l y  emerged i n  , 
B r i t a i n  and France between t h e  1830s and 1870s,  when t h e  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  extreme 
r e p r e s s i o n  t h a t  o r i g i n a l l y  j u s t i f i e d  t h e  c o n s p i r a t o r i a l  mode no longer  a p p l i e d .  
As w e l l  a s  be ing  a  d e p a r t u r e  from l i b e r a l  and a s s o c i a t i o n a l  p o l i t i c a l  forms,  
t h e r e f o r e ,  t h e  s o c i a l  democra t ic  t r a d i t i o n  inaugura ted  i n  t h e  1860s was a l s o  
a  d e c i s i v e  r e p u d i a t i o n  o f  t h e  Blanquis t  i n s u r r e c t i o n a r y  t empta t ion .  This  
was t r u e  above a l l  o f  Marx. [16] The p o s s i b l e  need f o r  an armed mob i l i za t i on  
t o  defend t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  a g a i n s t  t h e  counter - revolu t ionary  v io l ence  of t h e  
r u l i n g  c l a s s  was l e f t  open,  b u t  between 1871 and 1917 t h e  dominant model 
o f  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  p o l i t i c s  f o r  t h e  p a r t i e s  o f  t h e  Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l  became 
one which hinged on t h e  achievement o f  an i r r e s i s t a b l e  par l iamentary  ma jo r i t y .  
The P a r i s  Commune, which d i s p l a y e d  both t h e  heroism and t h e  t r a g i c  l i m i t a t i o n s  
o f  t h e  pure i n s u r r e c t i o n a r y  t r ad i t i on - - and  t h e  need f o r  forms o f  popular  
democrat ic  a c t i o n  beyond t h e  B lanqu i s t  horizon--was t h e  c r u c i a l  watershed 
i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t .  
Henceforth,  t h e  pu re  i n s u r r e c t i o n a r y  mode became t h e  p rope r ty  o f  t h e  
a n a r c h i s t s ,  f o r  whom Michael  Bakunin was i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t  t h e  major spokesman. 
But a f t e r  t h e  d e c i s i v e  d e b a t e s  i n  t h e  F i r s t  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  (1868-72), which 
secu red  t h e  g e n e r a l  hegemony o f  a  p a r t y - p o l i t i c a l  and p a r l i a m e n t a r i s t  approach 
w i t h i n  the Left (wi th  t h e  r e g i o n a l  except ions  noted above) ,  t h e  e a r l i e r  u n i t y  
o f  t h e  B lanqu i s t  t r a d i t i o n  d i v i d e d  i n t o  a  series o f  d i s c r e t e  o r i e n t a t i o n s .  
C o n s p i r a t o r i a l  forms o f  o r g a n i z a t i o n  were one o f  t h e s e .  But t hey  now became 
t h e o r e t i c a l l y  s e p a r a b l e  from in su r r ec t i on i sm a s  such ,  on t h e  grounds t h a t  
a  genuine r i s i n g  o f  t h e  people  had no need o f  any d i r e c t i v e  l e a d e r s h i p  ( a s  
i n  t h e  "strong-men-need-no-leadersn s t r a i n  o f  anarchism).  Th i s  app l i ed  t o  
a  l a r g e  p a r t  o f  Spanish anarch ism between t h e  1900s and 1930s, i n  both i n d u s t r i a l  
Cata lon ia  and r u r a l  Andalusia.  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, it was hard t o  s t o p  
c o n s p i r a t o r i a l  t endenc i e s  emerging wi th in  t h e  a n a r c h i s t  movement a s  e whole. 
T h u s . i n  Spain t h e  l i b e r t a r i a n  ana rcho - synd ica l i s t  f e d e r a t i o n  formed i n  1910, 
t h e  ~ o n f e d e r a c i d n  Nacional d e l  Traba jo  (CNT),  which was t h e  very oppos i t e  
o f  a  c e n t r a l l y  managed t rade-union bureaucracy o r  p a r t y - p o l i t i c a l  machine, 
was matched by t h e  c l a n d e s t i n e  Federacidn Anarquis ta  I b 6 r i c a  (FAI) formed 
i n  1927, which was t h e  qu in t e s sence  o f  Blitist and c o n s p i r a t o r i a l  r evo lu t ion -  
e e r i n g .  The same c o n t r a d i c t i o n  had been p r e s e n t  a t  t h e  very c e n t e r  of  t h e  
c a r e e r - o f  Bakunin h imse l f .  Moreover, such a c t i v i t y  e a s i l y  s p i l l e d  over  i n t o  
s imple  t e r r o r i s m .  The c o n s p i r a t o r i a l  and t e r r o r i s t  t emp ta t ions  were s t r o n g e s t  
i n  c o n d i t i o n s  o f  r e p r e s s i o n  o r  d e f e a t ,  when t h e  chances f o r  p u b l i c  a c t i v i t y  
were narrowly reduced: i n  T s a r i s t  Russia i n  t h e -  l a te r -1870s  and ear ly-1880s,  
and t h e n  aga in  i n  t h e  ear ly-1900s;  i n  Spa in ,  France,  and I t a l y  i n  t h e  
1890s. (The t e r r o r i s m  and "armed-strugglen s c e n a r i o s  of s e c t i o n s  o f  t h e  Western 
European u l t r a - l e f t  i n  t h e  1970s were a d i f f e r e n t  phenomenon). 
But t h e  most t r o u b l i n g  o f  t h e  B lanqu i s t  l e g a c i e s  was vanguardism--the 
i d e a  t h a t  s m a l l  m i n o r i t i e s  o f  d i s c i p l i n e d  r e v o l u t i o n a r i e s ,  equipped with 
s o p h i s t i c a t e d  t h e o r i e s  and s u p e r i o r  v i r t u e ,  can a n t i c i p a t e  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  
o f  popular  a s p i r a t i o n s ,  a c t  d e c i s i v e l y  i n  t h e i r  name, and i n  the process  
r a d i c a l i z e  t h e  popular  consc iousness .  A t  one l e v e l ,  t h a t  o f  t h e  imper f ec t ions  
o f  democracy i n  p r a c t i c e  and t h e  complex r e c i p r o c i t i e s  o f  l e a d e r s  and l e d ,  
t h i s  is an inescapab le  problem o f  p o l i t i c a l  o r g a n i z a t i o n  i n  g e n e r a l ,  because 
even i n  t h e  most p e r f e c t  o f  p rocedura l  democracies a  c e r t a i n  l a t i t u d e  and 
i n i t i a t i v e  n e c e s s a r i l y  f a l l  t o  t h e  l e a d e r s h i p ' s  d i s c r e t i o n ,  beyond t h e  sove re ign  
peop le ' s  p r a c t i c a l  reach .  But i n  t h e  B lanqu i s t  t r a d i t i o n  t h i s  p r a c t i c a l  
cond i t i on  was e l abo ra t ed  i n t o  a  p o s i t i v e  t h e o r y  o f  a c t i o n .  Moreover, it 
has  been commonly suggested t h a t  t h i s  is a l s o  a  b a s i c  f e a t u r e  o f  t h e  Marxis t  
t r a d i t i o n ,  and i n  p a r t i c u l a r  of Lenin ' s  p o l i t i c s  i n  the Bolshevik P a r t y ,  
which a s  such became t r a n s m i t t e d  both t o  t h e  S o v i e t  s t a t e  and t o  t h e  Communist 
p o l i t i c a l  t r a d i t i o n  a f t e r  1917, i n c l u d i n g  t o  the o f f i c i a l  c u l t u r e s  of  most 
pos t - r evo lu t iona ry  s o c i a l i s t  s t a t e s  s i n c e  t h e  Second World War. Given t h e  
f o r t h r i g h t  c r i t i q u e s  developed by Marx and Engels  i n  t h e  1860s and 1870s o f  
both Blanqui and Bakunin i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t ,  and t h e  f r equen t ly  s t a t e d  suppor t  
of  t h e  Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l  p a r t i e s  f o r  democra t ic  p r inc ip les - - indeed ,  t h e  
c o n s t i t u t i v e  importance f o r  t h e  s o c i a l  democra t ic  t r a d i t i o n  o f  a  b i t t e r  p o l i t i c a l  
s t r u g g l e  a g a i n s t  p r e c i s e l y  t h a t  kind o f  vanguardism--this accusa t ion  seems 
man i f e s t l y  misplaced.  As a s u f f i c i e n t  d e s c r i p t i o n  of Lenin ' s  p o l i t i c s ,  it 
a l s o  seems t o o  c rude .  [17] But a t  t h e  same t i m e ,  vanguardism i s  t o o  s a l i e n t  
a  f e a t u r e  o f  " leninismn a s  t h e  o f f i c i a l  ideo logy  o f  Communist p o l i t i c a l  p r a c t i c e  
s i n c e  t h e  mid-1920s f o r  t h i s  a s p e c t  o f  t h e  charge  t o  be e a s i l y  dismissed.  
Here it is  worth cons ide r ing  t h e  forms o f  r e s t r i c t i o n  s o c i a l i s t s  and 
Communists have admit ted on t h e  e x e r c i s e  o f  democracy. E a r l i e r  on I r e f e r r e d  
t o  t h e  an t i -democra t ic  d i s p o s i t i o n s  o f  19 th-century  l i b e r a l i s m ,  bu t  of  cou r se  
le f t -wing  theo ry  and p r a c t i c e  have a l s o  n o t  been f r e e  o f  such r e s t r i c t i v e n e s s .  
On t h e  c o n t r a r y ,  sometimes whole c a t e g o r i e s  o f  t h e  popula t ion  have been excluded 
from t h e  m o r a l - p o l i t i c a l  community o f  " the  peoplen  i n  t h e  popular  democrat ic  
s ense .  After a l l ,  t h e  first means o f  cementing t h e  popular  l eg i t imacy  o f  
r evo lu t iona ry  governments t e n d s  t o  be t h e  focus ing  of  h o s t i l i t y  a g a i n s t  t h e  
anc ien  regime--the monarch o r  d e s p o t i c  head o f  s t a t e ,  t h e  agen t s  of  r e p r e s s i o n  
under t h e  o l d  system, t h e  r u l i n g  c l a s s ,  o r  simply " the  opp re s so r sn .  Th i s  
may range from t h e  spontaneous wreaking o f  popular  revenge--against  p r i e s t s  
( c l a s s i c a l l y  i n  Spain i n  1931-36, and e a r l i e r  i n  1909 and 1868) ,  a g a i n s t  
army o f f i c e r s  (e .g .  t h e  e v e n t s  o f  18  March 1871 t h a t  p r e c i p i t a t e d  t h e  P a r i s  
Commune), a g a i n s t  l a n d l o r d s  (Russia  i n  1905 and 1917) ,  o r  a g a i n s t  t h e  s e c r e t  
. . p o l i c e  (Hungary i n  1956; P o r t u g a l  i n  1974, I r a n  i n  1979, Romania i n  1989)--to 
t h e  more s y s t e m a t i c  campaigns o f  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  a u t h o r i t i e s  themselves  
a g a i n s t  t h e  'enemies o f  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n w .  The more f r a g i l e  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n ' s  
s u r v i v a l ,  due t o  i n t e r n a t i o n a l  i s o l a t i o n  o r  c i v i l  war,  t h e  more v i o l e n t -  
such campaigns may be. Conso l ida t ing  ' t he  r e v o l u t i o n ' s  s o c i a l  base may produce. 
a  s i m i l a r  effect. The g r e a t  S o v i e t  purges  o f  t h e  1930s and t h e  S t a l i n i s t  
r e p r e s s i o n  o f  1949-51 i n  E a s t e r n  Europe may be seen  i n  t h i s  l i g h t .  
I n  each  c a s e ,  d e f i n i t e  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  people  were n o t  only excluded from 
p a r t i c i p a t i n g  i n  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n ,  b u t  were s p e c i f i c a l l y  t a r g e t e d  a s  i t s  f o e s ,  
becoming l e g i t i m a t e  o b j e c t s  o f  l e g a l  and p o l i c e  a t t a c k .  Both p r i n c i p l e s  were 
i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d  du r ing  t h e  Russian Revolut ion i n  t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  adopted 
i n  J u l y  1918 by t h e  All-Russian Congress o f  S o v i e t s  i n  t h e  name o f  " t h e  T o i l i n g  
and Exp lo i t ed  Peoplen.  The f r a n c h i s e  f o r  s o v i e t  e l e c t i o n s  was both r e s t r i c t e d  
and unequal ,  b u t ,  by c o n t r a s t  w i th  t h e  l i b e r a l  c o n s t i t u t i o n a l  p r a c t i c e  o f  
t h e  1 9 t h . c e n t u r y ,  t h e  r e s t r i c t i o n s  were t u r n e d  a g a i n s t  i n e q u a l i t i e s  o f  p rope r ty  
r a t h e r  t han  i n  t h e i r  f a v o r .  On t h e  one hand, t h e  f r a n c h i s e  was l i m i t e d  t o  
t h o s e  who "earn  t h e i r  l i v i n g  by product ion  o r  s o c i a l l y  u s e f u l  l a b o r w ,  t o g e t h e r  
wi th  s o l d i e r s  and t h e  d i s a b l e d ;  whi le  t h e  dominant c l a s s e s  i n  i n d u s t r y  and 
a g r i c u l t u r e ,  t o g e t h e r  w i th  t h e i r  agents-- the employers o f  h i r e d  l a b o r ,  r e n t i e r s ,  
p r i v a t e  t r a d e r s ,  monks and p r i e s t s ,  and agen t s  and o f f i c i a l s  o f  t h e  former 
p o l i c e  (bu t  n o t  t h e  p r o f e s s i o n s ,  who were f u n c t i o n a l l y  t o o  c r u c i a l  t o  t h e  
new order)--were s p e c i f i c a l l y  exc luded .  I n  a d d i t i o n ,  t h e  towns (and t h e r e f o r e  
t h e  working c l a s s )  were g iven  more r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  r e l a t i v e  t o  popu la t i on  t h a n  
t h e  coun t rys ide  (and t h e  p e a s a n t r y ) .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e  C o n s t i t u t i o n  
a l s o  made it c l e a r  t h a t  t h e  power o f  t h e  new s t a t e  was t o  be t u r n e d  d i r e c t l y  
a t  t h e  d i s e n f r a n c h i s e d  c l a s s  enemy, a s  was hard ly  s u r p r i s i n g  a t  a  time when 
t h e  dominant c l a s s e s  were mob i l i z ing  f o r  a  counter - revolu t ionary  c i v i l  war 
a g a i n s t  t h e  Bolshevik government. It spoke o f  t h e  t r a n s i t i o n a l  need f o r  a  
s t r o n g  s t a t e  power i f  " t h e  e x p l o i t a t i o n  o f  man by mann [sic] was t o  be ended ,  
s o c i a l i s t  c o n s t r u c t i o n  p u t  i n  t r a i n ,  and t h e  s t a t e  u l t i m a t e l y  a b o l i s h e d .  
Consequently,  it tempora r i l y  i n s t i t u t e d  a  popular  d i c t a t o r s h i p  o f  workers  
and p e a s a n t s ,  i n t e r n a l l y  democra t ic  bu t  e x t e r n a l l y  combative and i f  neces sa ry  
r e p r e s s i v e ,  " f o r  t h e  purpose o f  t h e  complete c rush ing  o f  t h e  bourgeois ie" .  
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Th i s  d i s c r i m i n a t o r y  f r a n c h i s e  remained i n  f o r c e  under t h e  amended C o n s t i t u t i o n  
o f  1923,  b e f o r e  being dropped i n  t h e  new C o n s t i t u t i o n  o f  1936. Moreover, it wss 
supplemented by a  b a t t e r y  o f  r e l a t e d  r e s t r i c t i o n s  i n  o t h e r  a r e a s  o f  c i v i l  freedom, 
a s  t h e  Sov ie t  s t a t e  g r a d u a l l y  c r i m i n a l i z e d  forms o f  o p p o s i t i o n a l  a c t i v i t y  i n  t h e  
c o n t e x t  and a f t e rma th  o f  t h e  C i v i l  War. Furthermore,  a  d e b i l i t a t i n g  l o g i c  o f  
i n t e r n a t i o n a l ,  s o c i a l ,  and domes t ic  p o l i t i c a l  i s o l a t i o n  drove t h e  Bolshevik 
l e a d e r s h i p  i n t o  growing d i s r e s p e c t  even f o r  t h e  i n t e r n a l  democracy o f  t h e  
s o v i e t  s t r u c t u r e  i t s e l f ,  s o  t h a t  t h e  l a t t e r  became inexorab1y. t ransformed i n t o  
a  narrowing command a p p a r a t u s ,  s u b s t i t u t i n g  f o r  popular  democrat ic  i n i t i a t i v e s  
r a t h e r  t han  responding t o  them. [I91 Th i s  s i t u a t i o n  became r a d i c a l i z e d  under  
t h e  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  and c o l l e c t i v i z a t i o n  d r i v e s  o f  t h e  1930s, s o  t h a t  t h e  
paper  democracy of S t a l i n ' s  1936 C o n s t i t u t i o n  masked-an appa ra tu s  o f  d i s c r i m i n a t i o n  
and t e r r o r ,  which p r a c t i c a l l y  nega ted  any o p e r a t i v e  democrat ic  ca tegory  o f  
t h e  sovere ign  people .  
T h i s  is  n o t  t he -  p l a c e  f o r  a  d e t a i l e d  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  Russian Revolu t ion  
and i ts  degenera t ion .  The . p o i n t  I want t o  make is t h a t  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
L e f t ' s  p r e f e r r e d  formula f o r  t h e  s e i z u r e  o f  power-and t h e  bu i ld ing  o f  a  new- 
s o c i e t y  between t h e  French Revolu t ion  and t h e  1970s--the i d e a ,  t h a t  i s ,  of a  
' temporary democrat ic  d i c t a t o r s h i p  o f  t h e  i n su rgen t  people ,  empowered t o  a c t  
d e c i s i v e l y  i n  t h e  i n t e r e s t s  o f  s e c u r i n g  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  and i t s  programmatic 
o b j e c t i v e s ,  i f  necessary over  t h e  r e s i s t a n c e  of  t h e  former dominant c l a s s e s  
by means o f  coe rc ion - - exp l i c i t l y  d e l i m i t s  t h e  ca tegory  o f  " the  people" .  Moreover, 
t h i s  l i m i t a t i o n  is a necessary f u n c t i o n  o f  t h e  c lass -based  a n a l y s i s  of  t h e  
r e v o l u t i o n a r y  process:  i f  t h e  r e a l i s t i c  p rospec t  o f  genuine democrat ic  advance 
is s o c i a l l y  and p o l i t i c a n y  s tymied by c l a s s  i n e q u a l i t i e s  o f  a c c e s s  t o  power, 
and i f  i n  a d d i t i o n  t h e  l o g i c  o f  c a p i t a l i s t  accumulation and crisis is bound 
t o  mxe t h o s e  i n e q u a l i t i e s  ever-more o b s t r u c t i v e ,  t h e n  some form o f  c l a s s  
c o n f r o n t a t i o n ,  organized through t h e  medium o f  a  p s a r  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  cha l l enge  
t o  t h e  s t a t u s  quo, becomes unavoidable .  And i f  - t h a t  is t h e  c a s e ,  t h e n  t h e  
boundar ies  o f  popular  sove re ign ty  have t o  be drawn r e l u c t a n t l y  bu t  s e c u r e l y  
a g a i n s t  t h e  counter - revolu t ionary  ves t ed  i n t e r e s t s .  "The people" t hen  becomes 
- less a d e s c r i p t i v e  term f o r  t h e  whole popu la t i on ,  andmore a  kind o f  m r a l - p o l i t i c a l  
c a t e g o r y ,  t h a t  can be e i t h e r  more o r  less s o c i o l o g i c a l l y  s p e c i f i c .  
Th i s  model o f  t h e  democrat ic  vanguard placed i n t o  power by massed i n s u r r e c t i o n ,  
which then  proceeds t o  enac t  a  program o f  r evo lu t iona ry  t r a n s f o r m a t i o n ,  was 
p ioneered  by t h e  extreme l e f t  i n  t h e  Jacobin  d i c t a t o r s h i p ,  before  being t r a n s m i t t e d  
th rough Babeuf and Buonar ro t i  t o  Blanqui .  It was t aken  up by Marx and Engels ,  
who a t t a c h e d  it t o  t h e  c l a s s  a n a l y s i s  o f  . t he  h i s t o r i c a l l y  determined r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
c o n f r o n t a t i o n  o f  p r o l e t a r i a t  and bourgeo i s i e .  It was v i t a l  t o  t h e  thought  
o f  Lenin and t h e  Bolsheviks i n  t h e  Russian Revolut ion,  whence it became t r a n s m i t t e d  
t o  t h e  orthodox Communist t r a d i t i o n .  On t h e  o t h e r  hand , '  it has been s p e c i f i c a l l y  
r e j e c t e d  by t h e  o t h e r  main t r a d i t i o n  o f  t h e  Left s i n c e  1917, t h a t  o f  non-Communist 
and r e f o r m i s t  s o c i a l  democracy. Indeed ,  pinned t o  t h e  a r r e s t i n g  formula 
o f  t h e  " d i c t a t o r s h i p  o f  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t n ,  wi th  i t s  i m p l i c a t i o n s  o f  c o e r c i o n ,  
p o l i c e  powers, and t h e  r u t h l e s s  suppres s ion  o f  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t ' s  enemies 
( p o s i t i v e l y  f u e l e d ,  one might add ,  by many s t a t emen t s  and a c t i o n s  o f  t h e  
Bolsheviks  i n  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n ) ,  it h a s  been one of t h e  p r i n c i p a l  d i v i d i n g  
l i n e s  between t h e  r evo lu t iona ry  and r e f o r m i s t  Left i n  t h e  20th cen tu ry ;  a l r eady  
i n s c r i b e d  i n  some major deba t e s  o f  t h e  pre-1914 Second I n t e r n a t i o n a l .  On 
t h e  whole, the  l a t t e r ' s  t h e o r i s t s  gave l i t t l e  a t t e n t i o n  t o  ma t t e r s  o f  immediate 
r e v o l u t i o n a r y  t r a n s i t i o n .  But t h e  p r e v a i l i n g  par l iamentary  p e r s p e c t i v e s  d i sposed  
them t o  be s u s p i c i o u s  of  t h e  Bolsheviks '  an t i -par l iamentary  s o v i e t  r o u t e .  
Kautsky, f o r  one, roundly denounced t h e  l a t t e r  a s  t h e  undemocratic d i c t a t o r s h i p  
o f  an un rep re sen t a t i ve  p o l i t i c a l  mino r i t y .  
S ince  1917, o f t e n  q u i t e  r a d i c a l  s o c i a l i s t s  have been r e l u c t a n t  t o  embrace 
a  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  course  from f e a r  lest  a  c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t  s t r a t e g y  n e c e s s a r i l y  
l e a d  t o  an a u t h o r i t a r i a n  d i c t a t o r s h i p  o f  t h i s  kind.  If t h e  Le f t  were t o  f i n d  
themselves  i n  c o n t r o l  of  t h e  s t a t e ,  t h e  advantages t o  t h e  working c l a s s  o f  
more agg re s s ive ly  implementing a  s o c i a l i s t  t r a n s i t i o n  would be heav i ly  outweighed 
by t h e  c o s t s  t o  democracy o f  having t o  suppres s  o t h e r  s o c i a l  i n t e r e s t s  and 
coe rce  t h e  oppos i t i on .  On t h a t  b a s i s ,  most non-Communist s o c i a l i s t s  ( a s i d e  
from t h e  s m a l l e r  T r o t s k y i s t  and o t h e r  r evo lu t iona ry  s e c t s  and t h e  a n a r c h i s t s )  
have opted f o r  g r a d u a l i s t  r o u t e s  th rough t h e  e x i s t i n g  par l iamentary  and r e l a t e d  
i n s t i t u t i o n a l  frameworks. Th i s  does n o t  have t o  s p e l l  the abandonment o f  
soc i a l i sm .  But it does mean reduc ing  t h e  l a t t e r  t o  a  s e r i e s  of  i n t e r m e d i a t e  
and e s s e n t i a l l y  s o c i a l i s t  o b j e c t i v e s  a t t a i n a b l e  w i th in  t h e  given parameters  
o f  c a p i t a l i s t  s o c i e t y ,  it has been argued;  o r  e l s e  hoping t h a t  t h e  cumulat ive 
effect  of  such reforms w i l l  e v e n t u a l l y  f a c i l i t a t e  a  democra t ica l ly  managed 
t r a n s i t i o n  t o  soc i a l i sm ,  on a  broadly  cons t ruc t ed  foundat ion o f  popular  l e g i t i m a c y ,  
and without  having t o  abandon t h e  con t inu ing  par l iamentary  r e p r e s e n t a t i o n  of 
p l u r a l  viewpoints  and s o c i a l  i n t e r e s t s .  
The i n t e r e s t i n g  t h i n g  is  t h a t  s i n c e  t h e  mid-1970s a t  t h e  l a t e s t  many 
CPs have been pursuing t h i s  kind o f  s t r a t e g y  t o o .  I n  some c a s e s ,  such a s  
t h e  PCI, t h i s  s h i f t  goes  back t o  t h e  mid-1940s and more ambiva len t ly  t o  t h e  
Popular  Front  campaigns a f t e r  1935; i n  o t h e r s .  I n  o t h e r s ,  such a s  t h e  
l e f t - s o c i a l i s t  fo rmat ions  i n  Scand inav ia ,  it grew from t h e  ferment  a f t e r  
1956; a s - a  g e n e r a l  phenomenon, it accompanied t h e  emergence o f  Eurocommunism 
between 1968 and 1974. For  o u r  p r e s e n t  purposes ,  we may no te  t h a t  from t h e  
mid-1970s a number o f  CPs i n c r e a s i n g l y  abandoned te rms  l ike  t h e  d i c t a t o r s h i p  
o f  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  and o t h e r  e s s e n t i a l  phraseology o f  t h e  L e n i n i s t  t r a d i t i o n .  
I n  s o  doing, t hey  opted  unambiguously f o r  a non- insur rec t ionary  and non-vanguardis t  
mode o f  p o l i t i c s  p r e d i c a t e d  on t h e  r e a l i s t i c  p o s s i b i l i t y  o f  a pa r l i amen ta ry  
road  t o  soc i a l i sm .  While such  CPs r e t a i n e d  an i n t e r e s t  i n  complementary forms 
o f  democra t ic  mob i l i za t i on  o u t s i d e  t h e  immediate par l iamentary  a r e n a ,  t h i s  
h a s  brought them recognizably  o n t o  t h e  ground o f  le f t -wing  s o c i a l  democracy, 
a s  r e p r e s e n t e d  by Kautsky 's  t h i n k i n g  e a r l i e r  i n  t h e  cen tury  and t h e  l e f t - s o c i a l i s t  
d i s c o u r s e  o f  1919-21, o r  ( f o r  example) c e r t a i n  a s p e c t s  o f  Aus t r ian  and German 
S o c i a l  Democratic p o l i t i c s  i n  t h e  1920s ,  o r  t h e  s t r a t e g y  o f  Swedish S o c i a l  
Democrats s i n c e  1945, o r  c e r t a i n  t e n d e n c i e s  of  t h e  B r i t i s h  Labour Pa r ty  between 
1970 and t h e  mid-1980s. The i n c i p i e n t  passage o f  t h e  PC1 i n t o  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  
camp i s  a formal  r a t i f i c a t i o n  o f  t h i s  change, a s  i n  a s m a l l e r  way is  t h e  
p o l i t i c s  o f  t h e  B r i t i s h  CP and Marxism Today s i n c e  t h e  mid-1970s. 
Th i s  s h i f t  is t h e  r e s u l t  o f  long-term processes  o f  de - s t a l i n i za t i on - -o f  
con t inu ing  d i s i l l u s i o n m e n t  w i t h  t h e  S o v i e t  model o f  s o c i a l i s t  c o n s t r u c t i o n  
under  Brezhnev, provoked by t h e  t r a g i c  suppress ion  of  s u c c e s s i v e  reform movements 
i n  Eas t e rn  Europe (1956--1968--1981), and a ided  by t h e  i n f u s i o n  i n t o  some 
CPs o f  new s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  f o r c e s  s i n c e  1968. Such p roces se s  have g r a d u a l l y  
encouraged a more c r i t i c a l  a t t i t u d e  towards t h e  legacy o f  t h e  Russian Revolut ion 
i t s e l f ,  s o  t h a t  t h e  more independent  CPs have come t o  s h a r e  much o f  t h e  s o c i a l  
democra t ic  c r i t i q u e  o f  Leninism. There a r e  many s i d e s  t o  t h a t  c r i t i q u e ,  
b u t  what i n t e r e s t s  me h e r e  is t h e  wi thdrawal  from a p o l i t i c s  o f  c l a s s  c o n f r o n t a t i o n  
based on t h e  unqua l i f i ed  primacy o f  t h e  working c l a s s .  For a s  soon a s  t h e  
concept  of  t h e  d i c t a t o r s h i p  o f  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  ( i n  t h i s  s e n s e  a s  well a s  i n  
t h e  coe rc ive  one) is  g iven  up--i.e. t h e  i d e a  of t h e  i n s u r g e n t  working c l a s s  
moving coe rc ive ly  th rough its p a r t y  t o  des t roy  t h e  power o f  t h e  bou rgeo i s i e  
and e r e c t  t h e  s c a f f o l d i n g  o f  s o c i a l i s m  i n  its p l a c e ,  th rough a p i t ched  and 
v i o l e n t  con f ron ta t i on - - i t  becomes necessary  t o  t h i n k  more c r e a t i v e l y  and l e s s  
s chema t i ca l l y  about winning t h e  coope ra t i on  and consent  o f  o t h e r  s o c i a l  f o r c e s  
t o  t h e  process  of s o c i a l i s t  c o n s t r u c t i o n .  
For s o c i a l  democrats b e f o r e  1914, t h i s  tended not  t o  be a problem: 
e v e n t u a l l y  t h e  working c l a s s  was t o  become an overwhelming ma jo r i t y  o f  s o c i e t y ,  
a s  c a p i t a l i s t  development r a n  its c o u r s e  and o t h e r  popular  groups became 
p r o l e t a r i a n i z e d ,  i n  which c a s e  t h e  ques t i on  o f  democrat ic  a l l i a n c e s  d i d n ' t  
need t o  be posed, and t h e  working c l a s s  could come t o  power by t h e  f o r c e  
o f  its own numbers a lone .  Communists i n h e r i t e d  much o f  t h i s  t h i n k i n g  a f t e r  
1917--that i s ,  t h e  working c l a s s  a s  t h e  s u b j e c t  o f  world h i s t o r y ,  borne 
n e c e s s a r i l y  toward t h e  s o c i a l i s t  f u t u r e  by t h e  o b j e c t i v e  c i rcumstances  o f  
c a p i t a l i s t  accumulat ion,  c o n t r a d i c t i o n ,  and c r i s i s ,  and concen t r a t i ng  i n  
its consc iousness  and agency t h e  p r o g r e s s i v e  p o t e n t i a l i t i e s  o f  humankind. 
But t hey  conceived a f a r  more a c t i v e  r o l e  f o r  t h e  working-class pa r ty  a s  t h e  
i n t e r p r e t e r  o f  working-class  consc iousnes s  and t h e  execu to r  o f  working-class  
i n t e r e s t s .  But what s o c i a l i s t s  and Communists shared  i n  common, perhaps ,  
was a b e l i e f  i n  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t  a s  a new "genera ln  o r  n u n i v e r s a l n  c l a s s ,  whose 
prog re s s ive  dynamism r e p r e s e n t e d  t h e  g e n e r a l  i n t e r e s t  of  s o c i e t y  a s  a whole, 
j u s t  a s  t h e  l i b e r a l  bou rgeo i s i e  had r ep re sen t ed  t h e  g e n e r a l  i n t e r e s t  o f  s o c i e t y  
i n  t h e  e a r l i e r  t r a n s i t i o n  from feuda l i sm t o  c a p i t a l i s m .  The t e l e o l o g y  of  
t h i s  i d e a ,  implying a s  it d i d  such conf idence  i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  and outcome 
o f  h i s t o r y ,  d e s e n s i t i z e d  its exponents  t o  t h e  l e g i t i m a t e  r i g h t s  and i n t e r e s t s  
o f  non-pro le ta r ian  c l a s s e s  ( l i k e  t h e  peasan t ry ,  smal l -bus iness  and wh i t e - co l l a r  
s t r a t a ,  t h e  p r o f e s s i o n s ,  t h e  i n t e l l i g e n t s i a ) ,  which were doomed i n  any 
c a s e  t o  d i s appea r  w i t h  i n d u s t r i a l i z a t i o n  i n t o  t h e  r anks  o f  t h e  working c l a s s ,  
e i t h e r  before  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n  o r  a f t e r .  "The peoplen were i d e n t i f i e d  u n c r i t i c a l l y  
w i th  t h e  a c t u a l  o r  a n t i c i p a t e d  working-class  ma jo r i t y .  Marx i s t s  have no t  
been a lone  i n  t h i s  t endency .  L i b e r a l  c e l e b r a t i o n  o f  t h e  "middle c l a s s "  is 
a n o t h e r  example, a s  is Russian and Eas te rn  European i d e a l i z a t i o n  o f  t h e  peasant ry  
e a r l i e r  i n  t h e  cen tu ry .  I n  each c a s e  a p a r t i c u l a r  s o c i a l  c a t ego ry  is made 
t h e  r e p o s i t o r y  o f  s o c i e t y ' s  g e n e r a l  i n t e r e s t - - t h e  a u t h e n t i c  people ,  t h e  r e a l  
sou rce  o f  v i r t u e ,  t h e  t r u e  b e a r e r  o f  s o c i a l  p rogress .  P r i v i l e g e d  i n  t h i s  
way, i ts  i n t e r e s t s  e a s i l y  o v e r r i d e  t h e  leg i t imacy  o f  o t h e r  s o c i a l  and p o l i t i c a l  
c l a ims .  
On t h e  o t h e r  hand, once t h e  au tomat ic  primacy o f  t h e  working c l a s s  becomes 
ques t ioned  a s  a b a s i s  f o r  s o c i a l i s t  p a l i t i c s ,  the ca t ego ry  o f  " t h e  people" 
has  t o  be f i l l e d  w i t h  a more complex democrat ic  con ten t .  I n  t h e i r  d i f f e r e n t  
ways, both s o c i a l  democrats  and Communists have made e f f o r t s  i n  t h i s  d i r e c t i o n ,  
w i thou t  e x a c t l y  abandoning t h e  h i s t o r i c  a t tachment  t o  t h e i r  c o r e  working-class 
suppor t .  S ince  1945, s o c i a l  democrats have i n c r e a s i n g l y  op t ed  f o r  t h e  " c l a s s l e s s "  
i d e a l  o f  t h e  e l e c t o r a l  "peop le ' s  pa r ty" ,  i n  t h e  s ense  o f  a g e n e r a l  appea l  
a c r o s s  s o c i a l  c a t e g o r i e s ,  i nvo lv ing  de-emphasis o f  t h e  p a r t y ' s  working-class 
and s p e c i f i c a l l y  s o c i a l i s t  h i s t o r y ,  and a consc ious  p lay  f o r  t h e  votes  o f  
t h e  "middle c l a s s n  i n  p a r t i c u l a r .  More r e c e n t l y ,  some CPs have a l s o  developed 
a broader  "popular  democrat ic"  s t r a t e g y ,  on a s i m i l a r  b a s i s  o f  c o n s t r u c t i v e  
u n i t y  between working-class  and o t h e r  i n t e r e s t s .  I n  t h e  more s o p h i s t i c a t e d  
v e r s i o n s ,  t h i s  amounts t o  something more t h a n  t h e  mere agg rega t ion  of s o c i a l  
i n t e r e s t s  o r  a mechanical  grouping o f  t h e  l a t t e r  around t h e  c e n t r a l  value 
o f  t h e  working c l a s s .  Ra ther ,  t h e  "popular  democratic" becomes a dimension 
o f  p o l i t i c a l  s t r a t e g y  i n  its own r i g h t ,  upholding t h e  importance of  democrat ic  
va lues  f o r  themselves ,  and making p o s s i b l e  t h e  i n t e g r a t i o n  i n t o  le f t -wing  
p o l i t i c s  o f  a range  o f  i s s u e s  t h a t  were prev ious ly  devalued due t o  t h e i r  seeming 
remoteness from t h e  primary m a t e r i a l i s t  concerns of  t h e  working c l a s s :  so -ca l l ed  
"non-class" i s s u e s ,  concerning gender and s e x u a l i t y ,  r a c e  and n a t i o n a l i t y ,  
youth ,  peace,  eco logy ,  and s o  f o r t h .  
A t  one l e v e l ,  t h i s  w i l l i n g n e s s  t o  s t e p  back from t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  s o c i a l i s t  
stress on t h e  primacy o f  t h e  working c l a s s  r e f l e c t s  t h e  e n t r y  i n t o  lef t -wing 
consc iousness  of  c e r t a i n  long-term t endenc i e s  i n  t h e  composi t ion o f  c a p i t a l  
and t h e  sociology o f  t h e  working c l a s s .  I n  t h e  d i s c u r s i v e  o r d e r  o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  
t r a d i t i o n  "working c l a s s "  has  a d e f i n i t e  conno ta t i on - - e s sen t i a l l y  manual workers 
i n  c l a s s i c  e x t r a c t i v e ,  t r a n s p o r t a t i o n ,  and manufacturing indus t ry - ,  from 
t h e  miner,  s t e e l w o r k e r ,  and s k i l l e d  machin is t  t o  t h e  l i neworke r ,  unsk i l l ed  
o r  s emi - sk i l l ed  machine-minder, and g e n e r a l  f a c t o r y  l a b o r e r .  Yet i n  t h e  
process  of  working-class  format ion ,  t h e  s imple  ca tegory  o f  t h e  worker (someone 
s e l l i n g  l abo r  power f o r  a wage) encompasses a f a r  more complex sociology than  
t h i s ,  and i n c l u d e s  people  working i n  a much wider v a r i e t y  o f  s o c i a l  and phys i ca l  
s e t t i n g s  t han  t h e  a r che type  o f  t h e  (male) p r o l e t a r i a n  u s u a l l y  imp l i e s .  Moreover, 
c o n t r a r y  t o  the  p r e d i c t i o n s  o f  Marx and -Engels,  and t h e  assumptions o f  most 
s o c i a l i s t s  and Communists o f  t h e  Second and ~ h i r d  I n t e r n a t i o n a l s ,  t h e  working 
c l a s s  i n  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  s ense  has  no t  become t h e  overwhelming major i ty  of  
t h e  popula t ion .  Almost wi thout  except ion  i n  t h e  developed c a p i t a l i s t  economies, 
manual workers i n  manufactur ing indus t ry  have accounted f o r  an ever -d imin ish ing  
p ropor t i on  of  t h e  employed popu la t i on ,  i n  a  t r e n d  t h a t  was a l r eady  d i s c e r n a b l e  
e a r l y  i n  t h e  20 th  cen tury .  
Now, if  t h a t  is t r u e ,  t h e  o l d  v i s i o n  o f  t h e  conquering p r o l e t a r i a t  
makes no p r a c t i c a l  s ense ,  q u i t e  a p a r t  from t h e  l a r g e r  q u e s t i o n s  o f  democra t ic  
p r i n c i p l e  d i s cus sed  above. I n  f a c t ,  it imposes a  double  p r i o r i t y  on l e f t -w ing  
s t r a t e g y ,  p a r t l y  s o e i o l o g i c a l ,  p a r t l y  p o l i t i c a l .  The L e f t  needs both t o  
t h i n k  a g a i n  abou t  how else t h e  working c l a s s  is t o  be c o n s t i t u t e d ,  s o  t h a t  
neg l ec t ed  c a t e g o r i e s  o-rkers can be brought  more c l e a r l y  i n t o  f o c u s ,  and 
t o  work f o r  t h e  kind o f  a l l i a n c e s  t h a t  would a l l ow  working-class  i n t e r e s t s  
i n  t h i s  stricter sense  t o  be  e f f e c t i v e l y  pursued.  It i s  impor tan t  t o  a p p r e c i a t e  
j u s t  how r e s t r i c t i v e  a  n o t i o n  o f  working-class i n t e r e s t s  n o s t  s o c i a l i s t  and 
Communist p o l i t i c s  have t ended  t o  reflect. P a r t i c u l a r  p a r t i e s  have launched 
q u i t e  imag ina t ive  campaigns t o  organize  v a r i o u s  c a t e g o r i e s  o f  more "marginal" 
workers a t  d i f f e r e n t  t imes .  I n  p a r t i c u l a r  l o c a l i t i e s  and under  t h e  p r e s s u r e  
o f  p a r t i c u l a r  i s s u e s  and e v e n t s ,  such p a r t i e s  have stumbled w i l l y - n i l l y  i n t o  
a  "non-class"  p o l i t i c s .  But on t h e  whole, working-class  p a r t i e s  have remained 
s t r o n g l y  o r i e n t e d  toward only  a  s p e c i f i c  s e c t i o n  o f  t h e  working c l a s s  i n  t h e  
s t r i c t  s o c i o l o g i c a l  sense--namely, s k i l l e d ,  manual, male workers of  r e s p e c t a b l e  
c u l t u r e ,  m a j o r i t y  r e l i g i o n ,  and dominant n a t i o n a l i t y .  H i s t o r i c a l l y  speaking ,  
t h e  d i s r e g a r d i n g  o f  women workers  has  been t h e  most eg reg ious  o f  t h e s e  p o s s i b l e  
n e g l e c t s .  But more g e n e r a l l y ,  t h e  c u l t u r e  o f  t h e  working c l a s s  has  been 
f i n e l y  s t r u c t u r e d  by s e c t i o n a l  d i v i s i o n s  among workers  i n  d i f f e r e n t  g rades  
and occupa t ions ,  and by complex h i e r a r c h i e s  o f  r a c e ,  n a t i o n a l i t y ,  age ,  
s k i l l ,  and s o  on. Re-evaluat ing t r a d i t i o n a l  n o t i o n s  o f  t h e  primacy o f  t h e  
working c l a s s  h a s  begun t o  make t h e  Left more s e n s i t i v e  t o  t h e s e  ma t t e r s  a s  
well. 
Thus i n  le f t -wing  d i s c u s s i o n  a  number o f  r e v i s i o n s  a r e  hanging t o g e t h e r :  
deep s c e p t i c i s m  about  forms o f  c o n f r o n t a t i o n i s t  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  s t r a t e g y  based 
on t h e  u n q u a l i f i e d  primacy o f  working-class  i n t e r e s t s ,  u s u a l l y  de r iv ing  from 
the Bolshevik expe r i ence  o f  1917; a s s o c i a t e d  doubts  about  t h e  t r a d i t i o n a l  
s l ogan  o f  t h e  d i c t a t o r s h i p  o f  t h e  p r o l e t a r i a t ,  w i t h  i t s  hard-faced i n t i m a t i o n s  
o f  c o e r c i o n ,  command c e n t r a l i s m ,  and suspens ions  o f  democracy, however 
temporary and t r a n s i t i o n a l  t h e s e  a r e  claimed t o  be;  a  new i n t e r e s t  i n  pa r l i amen ta ry  
r o u t e s  t o  s o c i a l i s m  based on broad s t r a t e g i e s  o f  democra t ic  a l l i a n c e ;  a  c r i t i c a l  
awareness o f  changes i n  t h e  composition o f  t h e  working c l a s s ,  combined wi th  
a  g r e a t e r  s e n s i t i v i t y  t o  i s s u e s  and i n t e r e s t s  t h a t  c a n ' t  be subsumed i n  a  
no t ion  o f  working-class  p o l i t i c s  a s  t r a d i t i o n a l l y  d e f i n e d ;  and t h e  r e a p p r o p r i a t i o n  
of p a r t i c i p a t o r y  and d i r ec t -democra t i c  forms. Together ,  t h e s e  add up t o  
an impor t an t  range  o f  d i s c u s s i o n  about  t h e  meaning o f  " the  popularn  i n  popular  
sove re ign ty .  C l e a r l y ,  " t h e  peoplen can never  be a  t o t a l l y  i n c l u s i v e  ca tegory  
f o r  any movement s t r e s s i n g  t h e  l i m i t a t i o n  o f  democracy by c l a s s  i n e q u a l i t i e s  
o f  a c c e s s  t o  power and ownership and c o n t r o l  i n  t h e  economy. Such d i s p a r i t i e s  
o f  a c c e s s  t o  e f f e c t i v e  power i n  s t a t e  and s o c i e t y  w i l l  always r e n d e r  s i g n i f i c a n t  
democra t ic  advance problemat ic .  The l a t t e r  can only  proceed through dynamic 
p roces se s  o f  p o l i t i c a l  c o n f l i c t  t h a t  a r e  n e c e s s a r i l y  h igh ly  d i v i s i v e ,  ranging  
some c o a l i t i o n s  o f  i n t e r e s t  a g a i n s t  o t h e r s .  There w i l l  always be some e x c l u s i o n s  
from " t h e  p e o p l e n ,  because t h e r e  w i l l  always be powerful  i n t e r e s t s  ranged 
a g a i n s t  democracy. But a  genuine  p o l i t i c s  o f  popular  democracy w i l l  t r y  t o  
i s o l a t e  such i n t e r e s t s - - t h e  "power blocn--by t h e  b roades t  p o s s i b l e  c o a l i t i o n  
of  s o c i e t y .  
4 Conclusion 
I n  t h i s  paper  I ' v e  t r i e d  t o  sugges t  t h a t  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n  encompasses 
a  r i c h e r  set o f  h i s t o r i e s  and a  wider r e p e r t o i r e  o f  p o s s i b i l i t i e s  than  t h e  
" c r i s i s  o f  s o c i a l i s m n  formula e a s i l y  a l lows .  Th i s  is t r u e  whether we look 
a t  t h e  a c t u a l  g a i n s  r e g i s t e r e d  by t h e  Left i n  t h e  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  conjunc ture  
of 1917-as opposed t o  t h e  p o l i t i c a l  model which became a b s t r a c t e d  from 
t h e  Bolshevik expe r i ence  i n t o  t h e  main measure o f  what a  s u c c e s s f u l  r e v o l u t i o n a r y  
outcome would have been; o r  whether we look a t  t h e  e a r l i e r  19th-century h i s t o r y  
o f  t h e  s o c i a l i s t  t r a d i t i o n  a s  it emerged from t h e  c o n s t i t u t i v e  deba t e s  o f  
t h e  1860s, w i t h  its primary focus  on q u e s t i o n s  o f  n a t i o n a l  democracy concep tua l i zed  
i n  pa r l i amen ta ry  te rms .  On t h e  one hand, t h e s e  two c o n t e x t s  o f  formation 
(1860s-1914, 1914-23) r e v e a l  t h e  s a l i e n c e  o f  themes such a s  par l iamentary  
democracy, c i v i l  l i b e r t i e s ,  t h e  importance o f  a  democra t ic  p u b l i c  sphe re ,  
and t h e  r i g h t s  o f  peoples  t o  n a t i o n a l  s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n  wi th in  an o v e r a l l  
framework o f  peace and i n t e r n a t i o n a l  coopera t ion ;  on t h e  o t h e r  hand, t h e y  
involved t h e  suppression/marginalization of  a  v a l u a b l e  c o u n t e r - t r a d i t i o n  o f  
p a r t i c i p a t o r y  d i r ec t -democra t i c  forms, which f l o u r i s h e d  exp los ive ly  i n  1917-23, 
be fo re  r e t u r n i n g  s p o r a d i c a l l y  i n  p a r t i c u l a r  n a t i o n a l  crises s i n c e ;  and i n  
both c a s e s  t h e s e  h i s t o r i e s  speak e loquen t ly  t o  t h e  concerns o f  t h e  p re sen t - - t ha t  
i s ,  t h e  1980s and 1990s i n  Eas t  and West--where q u e s t i o n s  o f  par l iamentary  
democracy, l o c a l  a c c o u n t a b i l i t y ,  d e c e n t r a l i z a t i o n  o f  c o n t r o l  i n  s t a t e  and 
economy, human r i g h t s  and pe r sona l  freedoms, c i v i l  s o c i e t y  and t h e  opening 
o f  t h e  p u b l i c  s p h e r e ,  and n a t i o n a l  s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n  a r e  (among o t h e r  t h i n g s )  
powerful ly  s t r u c t u r i n g  t h e  Left's agenda. Soc i a l i sm  is c e r t a i n l y  i n  " c r i s i s " ,  
i f  by "soc ia l i sm"  we mean t h e  unimaginat ive s t a t i s  t r a d i t i o n s  conso l ida t ed  
on e i t h e r  s i d e  o f  t h e  I r o n  Cur t a in  s i n c e  t h e  la te -1940s  and t h e  economis t ica l ly  
de r ived  t e l e o l o g y  c e n t e r e d  on t h e  p rog re s s ive  p o l i t i c a l  agency o f  t h e  working 
c l a s s .  However, t h e  c r i t i q u e  o f  S t a l i n i s m ,  t h e  c r i s i s  o f  t h e  Keynesian- 
w e l f a r e - s t a t e  s y n t h e s i s ,  and t h e  l a t e  20th-century p roces se s  o f  t r a n s - n a t i o n a l  
c a p i t a l i s t  r e s t r u c t u r i n g  have a l l  f o r ced  s e c t i o n s  o f  t h e  Left t o  t h i n k  hard 
about  how - else s o c i a l i s m  might be understood,  whether  through t h e  "Forward 
March of  Labour Hal tedn/"Farewel l  t o  t h e  Working Class"  t ype  o f  a n a l y s i s ,  
t h e  cha l l enge  o f  feminism, t h e  rise o f  the new s o c i a l  movements, t h e  succes s  
of  popular  conserva t i sms  such a s  Thatcherism,  o r  emergent "pos t -Ford is t "  
ana lyses  o f  t h e  s t r u c t u r a l  s e t t i n g .  [20] My p o i n t  is  t h a t  t h e  r e t h i n k i n g  
is a s  impof lan t  a s  t h e  c r i s i s ,  and t h a t  t h e  deeper  h i s t o r y  of  t h e  t r a d i t i o n  
con ta in s  r i c h  r e s o u r c e s  f o r  t h i s  purpose. F i n a l l y ,  my paper has  concent ra ted  
exc lus ive ly  on t h e  h i s t o r y  o f  t h e  t r a d i t i o n ,  and n e c e s s a r i l y  reproduces some 
o f  t h e  l i m i t Z i o n s  I h a v e n ' t  d i s cus sed ,  whereas i n  t h e  p r e s e n t  t h e  s t r o n g e s t  
impetus toward renewal  h a s  come from t h e  outside--namely, from t h e  new s o c i a l  
movements and e s p e c i a l l y  from feminism. The f i n a l  p a r t  o f  my d i s c u s s i o n ,  
on t h e  d i f f i c u l t i e s  wi th  t h e  r ece ived  not ion  o f  t h e  working c l a s s  and t h e  
importance o f  "non-class" i s s u e s ,  ge s tu red  i n  t h i s  d i r e c t i o n .  But the d i s a s t r o u s  
n e g l e c t s  o f  t h e  post-1860s t r a d i t i o n  i n  t h i s  r e s p e c t  ( r a t h e r  t h a n  i ts  p o s i t i v e  
r e s o u r c e s ) ,  t h e  f e m i n i s t  r e a p p r o p r i a t i n g  o f  t h e  e a r l i e r  u top ian  moment o f  
t h e  1820s and 1830s,  and t h e  e x t e r n a l  p r e s s u r e  o f  t h e  post-1960s women's 
movement would have t o  be c e n t r a l  t o  a  d i s cus s ion  o f  t h e  c u r r e n t  r e - th ink ing  
a s  such. However, t h a t . w a s  no t  t h e  s p e c i f i c  purpose o f  my paper .  I am s u r e  
t h a t  t h e  pape r s  add re s s ing  t h e  p re sen t  w i l l  be d e a l i n g  wi th  gender  and t h e  
impact o f  feminism, and i n  a  c e r t a i n  sense  it would have been presumptious 
o f  me t o  s t e a l  t h a t  t a s k .  
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